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DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS FUNDS. | 
llovse of Representatives, January 28, 1831. | 


Mr. Pork, from the Select Committee to which the subject had been | 
referred, made the following Report: 

The Select Committee to which was referred so much of the Presi- 
dent’s Message as relates to the “distribution of the surplus funds 
which may at any time remain in the ‘Treasury, after the national debt 
shall have been paid, among the States, in proportion to the number of 
their Representatives, to be applied by them to objects of Internal 
iinproveimeut,” have had the subject under eonsideration, und subinit 
the tollowing Report: 

The proposition to distribute the surplus revenue among the States 
tor purposes of internal improvement, submitted by the Executive to the 
consideration of Congress, is so mitimately connected with the whole 
subject of internal improvement, in whatever form, or with whatever | 
modifications power over the subject has been heretefure attempted to | 
he exercised by the Federal Government, that a comparative view of 





the whole subject, as well of the objections to each mode as heretofore | * 


attempted to be practised on, as to the plan propesed, and of the advan- 
tages of each, is believed to fall within the scope of the appropriate 
duties of the Committee, and is indispensable to a full development of | 
the reasons which have induced them to come to the conclusions at | 
which they have arnved. 

‘They propose, therefore, as briefly as they can, to examine these vari- 
ous modes, as well in regard to their constitutionalty as to their expedi- 
ency, for the purpose of being enabled to present more distinctly and | 
clearly the views which they entertain upon the partecular proposition | 
submitted by the President, and referred to their consideration by the 
House. 

Before they do so, however, it may not be improper to state that they 
fully concur with the President im recommending, for the present, ** a 
rigid application of that portion of the — funds which might otlrer- 
wise be applied to ditferent objects, to that highest of all our obligations, 
the payment of the public debt ;” and that, until the debt shall be finally 
extinguished, no money should be appropriated from the Treasary, tu 
be applied, either directly by the United States to objects of imternal mm- 
provement, or to be distributed among the States, or to be applied by 
them to such objects. 

It may be proper to state, also, that, when the debt shall have been 
paid off, they are of opinion that the taxes should he either wholly re- 
pealed or greatly reduced upon many articles, especially upon such as 
ure not produced in the United States, or, if produced, but to a limited 
extent; and upon such as may be considered necessaries of life, con- 
sumed by the poor as well as by the rich, and the duties eg. which im- 
pose onerous burdens on all classes, 

These preliminary considerations. which the Committee have deemed 
it proper to state in this place, will be more fully noticed in a subsequent 
part of this Report. 

Attempts have been made to exercise a power, on the part of the 
Federal Government, over objects of internal improvement, in three 
modes: 

Ist. To construct works of internal improvement within the limits of 
States, assuming jurisdiction over the territory which they occupy, with 
a power to preserve them when constructed, and to punish offences 
cominitted on them. 

2d. ‘To appropriate money from the National Treasury, in aid of 
such works ‘vhen undertaken by State authority, surrenderiag the claim 
of jurisdiction ;” and, 

3d. To aid in the construction of such works, by “ subscnbing to 
the stock of private associations” or meorporated companies. 

On a question so often and so ably discussed as that of the constitu- 
tional power of the General Government to construct or aid in the con- 
struction of works on internal improvement within the limits of the 
States, in any of these modes, the Commitiee do not propose to make an 
extended argument, but simply to state the. prusciples and anthorities on 
which they rest their opinion. 

Iu Mr. Madison’s celebrated Report, of December, 1799, (a produc- 
tion believed to contain the soundest exposition of the true principles of 
the Federal Government extant.) a rule is laid down, which the Com- 
mittee adopt as a sound one, by which to determine whether a given 
power is granted by the Constitution or not. That rule is this—** when- 
ever a question arises concerning the censtitutionality of a particular 
power, the first question is, whether the power be expressed in the Con- 
stitution! If it be, the question is decided. If it be not expressed, the 
pext inquiry must be, whether it ts properly an incident to an express 

wer, and necessary to its execution. If it be, it may be exercised by 
Bese if it be not, Congress cannot exercise it.’ Let, then, the 
power claimed be tested by this rule. It is not pretended that the 
‘power to make roads and canals is to be “found among the powers 
expressly vested in the Congress.” If, then, it is not found among the 
powers expressed in the Constitution, “1s it properly an incident to an 
express power, and necessary to its execution?” Is it an incidental 
power, without the aid of which any of the express powers cannot be 
exeeuted. Incidental powers are contined in the Constitution to the 
authority -‘‘to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution” the enumerated powers ; but under this power 
it cannot be claimed to do any thing, which, in the opinion of Congress, 
might indirectly tend, or remotely lead to, such a result. A power,to be 
incidental, must not be exercised for ends which make it a prineipal or 
saistantive power, independent of the principal power to which it is an 
incident. ‘To be ap incident to a principal expressed power, “* necessary 
and proper” to the execution of that principal expressed power, it must 
be accessorial and subordinate to,” and “ chriously flow from"’ that ex- 
pressed power. It must be a power Me pre to or following 
another, as more wortlgg, or principal.” it must be “ derivatire, not 

imary and 2 ndent.”’ By applying these rules of construction to 
the Constitution, the Committee came irresistibly to the conclusion, that 
the incidental power to make roads and canals is net necessary to the 
execution of any of the granted or express powers; that each of them 
may be carried into full effect without the aid of such an incident ; and 
that, therefore, if assumed, it must be asa principal or substantive and 
distinct power of itself, no where to be found among the enumerated 
powers of the Constitution, and that it results, therefore, that no such 
power exists. 


As the Federal Government possesses no other powere than those 
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' specifically granted to it by the Constitution, and as, by the tenth amend- 


opinion with each other as regards the sources from which it is to be de- 


their :espective sovereignties, im the cases reserved to them, by extend- 








ment of the Constitution, “the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, ne. prohibited by it to the States, are re- 
served to the States respectively, or to the people,” those who afhirm 
the existence of any particular power, whether express or implied, 
must produce the constitutional authority under which it is claimed ; 
and that authority should be so clear as to leave no reasonable doubt of 
the fuct of its existence, before its exercise can be jastified ; for the Com- 
mittee lay it down as a sound rule of legislative action, that, in all cases 
of well-founded constitutional doubt, it is safest and wisest for all the 
functionaries of the Government to abstain from exercising the doubt- 
ful power. By acting affirmatively, they would assume the exercise of 
a dowbtful power, which may not exist, and may thereby exceed their 
authority, and produce an infraction of the Constitution. Have the ad- 
vocates of the particular power iu question produced the clear and un- 
doubted constitutional authority under which & is claimed? They all 
claim it as an iacident to some one or other of the enumeratec or 
granted powers, but have not been able to agree among themselves to 
which of the granted powers itis properly incidental. It is obvions, 
therefore, that it does not necessarily “ appertain to” or “ obviously flow 
from” either of them. They may ali be executed and carried fully into 
etlect without its aid. That clause of the Constitution, in regard to the 
general welfare,” has, it is believed, been very generally adandoned, 
even by the advocates of the broadest construction of the Constitution, 
as containing no enlargement of the specific granted powers. Have 
those, it ix repeated, who maintain the existence of this power, pro- 
duced the clear and undoubted constitutional authority «wader which itis 
claimed, or have they not, rather, at the same time that they differ in 





nved, by unplication and forced construction, assumed its exercise with- 
out any practicable liraitations, and thus made it a principal power, no 
wheve to be found in the Constitution ’ 

A construction of the Constitution so broad as that by which the 
power in question ts defended, tends imperceptibly to a consolidation of 
all power im a Governinent intended by its framers, and so declared by 
the parties to it, to be one’ of limited and specific powers. “To con- 
wolidate the States inte one sovereignty,” says Mr. Madison in his Re- 
port before referred to, ** nothing more can be wented than to supersede 


ing the sovereignty of the United States to all cases of the ‘general 
welfare ;’ that is to say, to all cases whatever.” 

* That the obvious tendency and inevitable result-of a consolidation 
of the States into one sovereignty, would be to transform the Republi- 
can system of the United States mto « monarchy, isa point which 
seems to have been suiticiently decided by the general sentmment of 
America. In alinost every stance of discussion relating to the consoli- 
dation in question, its certain tendency to pave the way to monarchy 
seems not to have been contested. The prespect of such a consolida- 
ton has formed the only topit of controversy, 

To guard, therefore, against the assnmpuen of all which en- 
croach upon the met, sovereiguty of the States, and, consequently, 
tend to consolidatien, is the duty of all the true friends of our political 
system. The assumption and the exercise, by the Federal Government, 
of constructive and far-fetched incidental pewers, are the passes through 
which, if ever, our liberties may be invaded. i a Government hke 
ours, there is less danger from an open enemy te our system, who un- 
masks himself and boldly avows his purpose, than from the gradual, 
silent, and almost imperceptible encroachments by the Federal Govern- 
ment. Our experience has shown, it is beheved, the contimually mani- 
fested propensity of the Departments of the General Government to 
amplify and strengthen its powers at the expense of the reserved sove- 





The moment we resort to these loose generalities, on which to found 
powers, they become the chief or principal powers, restrained only by 
the discretion or accidenial will of Congress; render nugatory ali the 
limitations of power in the Constitution, and make the Government, in — 
fact, one of unlimited powers. 

‘There is no want of patriotism or attachment to our free institutions 
among our citizens; but the great inisfortane under which the country 
labors on the subject of internal improvement, is, the difficulty et 
rousing the attention of our people to the great importance of adhering 
to the written Constitution. The usurpation of the power to pass the 
“alhen and seditivn laws” shocked «he public on points on which they 
were senusitive—the “liberty of the person” and the “ freedom of speeci: 
aud of the press;” and by one general sentiment it was arrested, and 
its advocates hurled from power. 

The cause of the different effects upon public sentiment, produced 
by the exercise of the power thus usurped and promptly arrested, ar ¢ 
the power now claimed to carry on a systemof unprovement, by means 
of rvads and canals, constructed by the General Government within 
the territorial jurisdiction of the States, is not that they are powers of « 
ditferent genus, for both are derived as incidents, and sustamed by the 
same jatitudinous mode of construction; but the difference is, that m 
the latter case, the usurpation is sweetened and rendered palatable by, 
addressing itself to the selfish interests of sections—the promises it hie!ds 
out of individual benefit and uational prosperity are so seductive as te 
blind us to the fatal tendeucy of the principles by which it is sustained 
Large amounts of the people’s money are promised to be expended im 
unequal proportions, in particular sections of country, and its recipi- 
euts are very naturally reluctant to turn from their real or supposed 
immediate interests, and to examine the dry and abstract, but at the 
same time vital question—does the Constitution confer upen the Go- 
vernment of the Luited States the power to tax the whole people of the 
Union for our local and sectional advantage? Thus very many honest 
ly acquiesce in the usurpation of the power, who, if they could examine 
it apart from the influence of its coinexion with their immediate inie- 
rests, would not only admit the alarming tendeney of the principles on 
which it alone can rest, but come to the conclusion that there was no 
constitutional warrant for its exercise, and that it was important to the 
success of the great experiment which we are making for the workd, as 
to the capacity of man for self-government, and the value of writtex 
Constitutions, that it should not be asurped. 

The Committee think that such an examination, if the public mind 
could be roused from the apparent lethargy and false security in which 
itreposes, and induced te make it, would result in satisfying all disinter- 
ested men, of all parties,in the language of Mr. Jefferson, in the last 
cominunication wluch be ever made on the subject, (that to Mr. Madi- 
son, of December 24th, 1225,) that the “ right toconstruct roads, open 
canals, and eifect other internal improvements within the territor ; and 
and jurisdiction exclusively belongmg to the several States,” “ has 
not beer given to that branch” (the General Government,) “by the 
COR Mie’ bat er ind, gach State among its domestic 
and UnalieRied re, «yeréicable Wahin itself aud.by its domestic 
aathorities alone ;” and also with him to “ declare to be most false end 
unfounded, the doctrine that the compact im authorizing its federal 
branch to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, te pay 
the debts and provide for the common defence and general welfare of 
the United States, has given them thereby a power to do whatever they 
may think or pretend woukd promote the general welfare, which con- 
struction would make that of itself a complete Government without 
limitation of powers; but that,the plain sense and obvious meaning 
were, that they might levy the taxes necessary to provide for the gene- 
ral welfare by the various acts uf power therein specified and delezated 





reigntics of the States. And who can doubt, if all the mcidental and 
coustractive powers which have, at different times, been claimed (each 
resting on no worse foundation than the one in question) had been assun- 
ed and exercised, that the whole character of our Government would 
have been radically changed’ And yet each, when considered sepa- 
rately and by itself, did not seem likely to portend such consequences. 
The Commitee would not, if they could, eXcite any unjust odium 
ugainst the opinions (honestly eutertained, they have no doubt) of those 
who ditier with them in regard to the existence and tendency of the 
particular power in question. Yet they must say that the general 
course of reasoning by which the power to pass the “ alien late,” and 
also the “sedition law’ was defended, is substantially of the same 
character of that employed to sustain the power in qwestion. Let this 
be ulustrated according to the rule which they have adepted as a sound 
one. There is no express power granted in the Constitution authoriz- 
ing Congress to pass either of these obnoxions laws. It was claimed 
by its advocates as a power incidental to some of the granted or express 
powers, “necessary and proper,” to carry sach express power into ex- 
ecation The power to the “alien law” was claimed as an inci- 
dent. by a Committee of Congress, in a Report to the House of Re- 
presentatives, of February 21, 1799, in the following terms: “ The right 
of removing aliens, as an incident to the power of war and peace, ac- 
cording to the theory of the Constitution, belongs to the Government of 
the United States.” The power to paas the “ sedition law” was claim- 
ed by one of the States* in her response to the Virginia resolutions, in 
the following terms: “ Whenever, therefore, it becomes necessary to 
effect any of the objects de —— it is perfectly consonant to all yust 
rules of construction to infer that the wsual means and powers, necessary 
to the attainment of that object, are also granted.”’ Firas, by construc- 
tion, the constitutional power to pass the “ sedition law" was claimed as 
the particular power now in question is—as an incidental power, or, 
what is precisely the same thing, as the “ usual means and powers” ne- 
eessary to the execution of some of the granted powers. It is true. that 
the “* sedition law” wasa violation of that article of the Con- 
stitution which provides that “‘ Congress shall make no law abridging 
the freedom of speech or of the press ;'’ but that does not change the 
nature of the argument by which these constructive and incidental 
ee are claimed ; for it was gravely maintained that the “ sedition 
aw” was no “abridgment of the freedom of speech or of the press,” 
but was a punishment inflicted for the abuse of this license. 

it is no partof the or of the duty of the Committee, in this 
place, to discuss the constitutionality of the “alien and sedition laws.” 
Their object was simply to bring to the notice of the House the general 
reasoning by which wer to pass them was gravely claimed by 
their advocates, as illustrative of the danger of departing from the plain 
sense and intention of the Constitution, and resorting to vague con- 
structions and inferences, on which to exercise power. 


to them, and by uo others.” 

It has been urged that this power must exist, and is fairly to be in- 
ferred, because of the necessity which existed for the exercise of such 
a power at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and from the 
supposed fact that these avenues and highways are iaaxdispensable to 
connect together distant parts, and bind in mdissoluble chains the Union 
of the States. If such artificial ligaments were indispensably necessary 
for the prosperity of the country, or the preservation of the Union, it is 
but reasonable to suppose tuat the Constitution would have contaimed 
an express grant of a power conceived to be so importamt. None such 
was granted, but, on the contrary, propositions to confer it were more 
than once expressly refused by the Federal Convention, which framed 
the Constitution. 

One of these propositions, made in the Convention, and which thev 
refused to adopt as a part of the Constitution, was, to establish the office 
of “ Secretary of Domestic Affairs,”* and to make it his duty “to at 
tend to matters of general police, the state of agneukure and manufac- 
tures, the opening of roads and navigations, and the facilitating com- 
munications through the United States.” The Federal Convention, 
then, having the subject expressly before them, failed to insert in the 
Constitution a grant of a power now clarmed to be so indispensable ; 
and the inference, therefore, is conclusive, that they intended to confer no 
such power. 

The Committee, without attempting to adduce all the arguments or 
authorities upon the question, come te the conchusion, with the Presi- 
dent, that the power to construct roads and canals with the States has 
not been conferred by the Constitution; and they are also of opinion 
that the power to appropriate money to aid in their construction, although 
sanctioned, to some extent, by usage, is of too doubtful a character to 
justify its exercise without a previous amendment of the Constitution. 

hey agree with him, that “the successful operation of the Federal 
System can only be preserved by confining it to the few and simple, but 
important objects for which it was designed.” They agree with him, 
too, in the conviction “ of the importance of sustaining the State Sover- 
eignties, as far a3 is consistent with the rightful action of the Federal 
Government. and of preserving the greatest attainable harmony be- 
tween hem,” and “ that the political creed which inculcates the pur- 
suit of these great objects as a paramount duty, is the true faith, and one 
te which we are mainly indebted for the present success of the entire 
system, and to which we must alone look for its future stability.” 

The Committee having thus arrived at the conclusion that the power 
to prosecute works of internal improvement, in either of the three 
modes stated, has not been confe by the Constitution on the Federal! 
Government, or, if conferred, is at least of too doubtful character to justify 
its exercise, the inquiry next occurs, whether the power to make the pro- 
posed distribution of the surplus funds among the States, for purposes 
of internal improvement, has been conferred by the Constitutien 











* Massachusetts 





* Journal of the Federal Convention, page 266. 
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On this point the Committee would remark, that the objections stated 
to the former, seem to apply with all their force to the latter. [t requires 
no argument to prove that what the Federal Government does not pos- 
sess the power to do directly, it cannot do imdirectly. ‘The Comunittee 


do not understand the President, in his several Messages, as affirming | 


the existence of the power; but after stating the insuperable objections 
to the present plan, he says, “ ‘To avoid these evils, tt appears to me that 
the most sate, just, and federal disposition which could be made of the 
surplus revenue, would be its apportionment among the several States, 


according to ther ratio of representation; and, should this measure not | 
be found warranted by the Constitution, that it would be expedient lo 


propose to the States au amendment authorizing it. | regard an appeal lo 
the source of power in cases of real doubt, and when its exercise is 
decmed indispensable to the general welfare, as among the most sacred 
of ail our obligations. Upon this country, more than any other, has, m 
the providence of God, been cust the special guardiausiup of the great 
principle of adherence to written Constitutions. If it tail here, all 
hope in regard to it will be extinguished. ‘That this was intended to be 
a Government of limited and specilic, and not general powers, miust be 
admitted by all ; and it is our duty to preserve four it the character imtend- 
ed by its framers. If experience pounts out the necesstly of an enlarge- 
ment of these powers, let us apply for it to those for whose benefit it is 
to be exercised, and not undermine the whole system by a resort to over- 
strained constructwms. Uf, then, it were even matter of doubt, we 
should rather seek aun enlargement of the power in the constitutional 
mode, tian assume its exercise without nt. ‘The Committee are, tLere- 
fore, of opinion that the proposed distribution of the surplus, should it 
hereatter be the poucy ol the Government to adopt that plan, mitist be 
authorized by aun amendment of the Constitution. On this point, too, 
the Committee are not without anthority. "The Bonus Bill, rejected by 
Mr. Madison as unconstiiutional on the third of March, 1517, was 
In Miahy Presper ts analagous in Its provisions to the proposiGon now uli- 
der consideration. ‘That bill appropriated, set apart, and pli dged, a fixed 
sum annuatiy, bemg the Government bank bonus, and the dividends 
on we Government stock in the Bank of the United States, for pur- 
poses ol internal improvement, By the provisions vl that bill, this an- 
nual sum, thus appropriated and set apart, was to be apportioned and 
divided. as it aunuallv accrued, among the several States, uu the ratio of 
their representation in Congress, to be applied, with the assent of each 
State, by the federal Government, to objects of uuprovement willin 


each State. ‘The proposed pian is to distsibute the annual surplus for 
the same purposes, and im the same ratio, but to be applied by the 
States. The difference between the two plans consists simply m the 


agent to be employed in the application of the money. The former 
required the pecmssion of the State within whose limits the miprove- 
ment was to be made, to authorize the Luited States to apply it: the 
latter proposes to give the money to the States, to be applied by them, 
each within its own limits. So fw as the Constitution is supposed to 
confer the power to do either the one or the other, it is difhcult to per- 
ceive the difierence. and none in fact is beleved to exist. Assuming 
that Mr. Madison was right in putting his veto on the Bonus Bill, the 
Committee conceive that they are sustained by the weight of his high 
authority in denying to the Federal Government the power im question, 
and that it cannot be safely exercised without a previous amendment of 
the Constitution. 

The attention of Mr. Jefferson, too, was, at an early period, called to 
the subject, in anticipation of an expected surplus iu the Treasury, 
“not wanted for any existing purpose ;”’ and, in his annual Message of 
December, 1316, he submits to Congress what disposition it might be 
proper to make of it; and, afier suggesting as objects to which it might 
be beneficially applied, “ public education, roads, nvers, canals, and 
such other objects of public improvement as it may be thought proper 
to add to the coustitutional enumeration of federal powers,” he adds, 
“| suppose an amendment to the Consutution, by consent of the 
States, necessary, because the objects now recommended are not 
amoug those enumerated in the Constituuen, and to which it permits 
the public moneys to be applied.’ ‘To dispose of the surplus, there- 
fore, in any mode, for those objects, he supposed an amendment of the 
Constitution necessary. 

If the power to make the proposed distribution be now vested in 
Congress by the Constitution, the inquiry may well be made, how the 
Government of the United States is to entorce the faithful application of 
the funds, when distributed to the States. A State, for mstance, re- 
ceives her quota m the general dividend and chooses to put it inte her 
State Treasury, and to apply it, not to objects of provement within 
her limits, as intended by Congress, but to the support of her own Go- 
vernment. How is she to be forced to do se’? She cannot be arraigned 
at the bar of the Federal Government, and tried and punished for her 
default. is her quota tor the future to be withheld from her, and given 
to others’? That would be unjust; for a proportion of the federal taxes 
from which the surplus has been derived has been paid by her citizens. 
How, then, is she to be coerced to apply the money as directed by Con- 
gress! A law without a sanction is a dead letter, uiless the party wp- 
on Whom the obligation is imposed shall voluntarily perform it. With- 
out such sanction, on the one hand, the object of the Government of 
the United States m making the distribution would be dependent on 
the separate will of each State; and, on the other, it would behoove the 
States to consider how far such sanction, if assumed without a previous 
amendment of the Constitution, with proper Lumitations and guards, 
might destroy er weaken the separate and independent sovereignties of 
the States. These, amnong other difficulties inseparably connected with 
the subject, are merely stated by the Committee for consideration and 
reflection, should Congress undertake, without a previous amendment 
of the Constitution, to adjust this most dificult and vexatious question. 

If the Government of the United States possess the power, under 
the Constitution, to distribute the common fands of the Union in the 
mamner proposed at ail, it must possess it to the most unlimited extent. 
if Congress may, by means of impost duties and excises, first collect 
from the people an amount limited only by their discretion, and next 
divide it out again among the States, without any power or control over 
the States in its expenditure, each State may, if it chooses, repeal its 
internal taxes, and apply its dividend to the support of its own State 
Government. ‘lhe General Government would thus become the mere 
agent or tax gatherer of the States, to collect the State revenue, and aus 
must happen, in unequal proportions, from the whole people of the 
Union, to be applied to the support of the State Governments. At the 
formation of the Constitution, was any such agency necessary, or was 
any such intended to be conferred? In looking to the causes which led 
to the adoption of the present Constitution, it was never heard of as 
one, that the States had any difficulty under the articles of confedera- 
tion in collecting the necessary revenue for the support of their respec- 
tive State Governments. That constituted no part of the evil or in- 
convenience complained of, and intended to be remedied or provided 
for by the new Constitution. Nor did the States intend to confer upon 
the new Government which they were about to create a power to col- 
lect revenue for any such purpose. That was a part of their inherent 
sovereignty which they chose to retam; and had they parted vevth it, 
they would have been reduced to a state of dependence on the new Go- 
vernment, wholly subordinate to it, and utterly incompatible with the 
idea of their reserved sovereignty, which it cannot.be seriously urged 
by anv was intended. Yet give to the Federal Government an unlimit- 
ed power to collect money by taxes on the people, and an unlimited 
power to disburse ut by distribution among the States, without any 
power over its a pplication when disbursed, and this will be the practi- 
eal operation. And if this be the practical operation, it is difficult to 
conceive what more is Wanted to make the Government of the Union 
one of consolidated power. 


pose, but for great national and general purposes, enumerated and 
limited by the Constitution itself. It was granted to the Federal Go- 
vernment, because it was absolutely necessary to the continued exis- 
tence and successful operation of the new Government itself. It was 


granted, first, to render the taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, which 
might be unposed, and their collecuon, tuitorm in all the States, and 
thereby to remedy the evil and imconvenience, not to say inyustice, of 
the countervailing regulations, which betore that time were trequently 
resorted to by the States, as agaist foreign nations, and against each 
other; and, secondly, te enable the new Government to provide for its 
own necessary support, and to pay the debts, without being dependent 
on the tardy and uncertain contribution of the quotas before that.time 
‘required to be furnished by the States. 

‘The Committee have now presented to the House the opinions 
Which they entertaim, as well as the reasons and authorities on which 
| those opinions rest, in regard to the questions of coustitutional power, 
-which they have regarded as the paramount question involved in the 
,examimation of the subject referred to them. If the Hiouse shall not 
| conear with then in opinion, but shall believe that the power has been 
| conierred upon the Federal Government to engage in a system of inter- 
nal improvement m either of the three modes first above specified, con- 
stituting the present plan, then the following may be stated as some of 
the objections to the expediency ot prosecuting such a syste in ether 
of those modes, Which, it is believed, would not apply to the plan of dis- 
tribution of the surplus funds among the States, should the House be of 
opinion, also, that that power has been conferred, or that it would be 
expedient hereafter, by au suitable wunendmeut of the Constitution, with 
proper lumitations and guards, to conter it. 

ist. Owing to an unavoidable ditlerence of opinion, extensively pre- 
vauiling both in and out of Congress, m regard to the present plan, our 
past experience has shown that one section of the Union has been found 
arrayed against another: State has been opposed to State; and, by 
looking to the votes in Congress, upon all appropriations for improve- 
ments, in Whatever shape proposed, they will be found to be strongly 
marked by geographical boundaries, ‘The people of ditlerent sections 
of the Umon are thus made to regard each other rather as domestic ene- 
mies aud rivals im interest, than as members of the same common 
Government, possessing 4 common juterest. Prejudices are engendered, 
and sectional teeligs excited, calculated to produce the most deleterious 
and fatal etlects upon the harmony of our Union, and, agamst which, our 
first venerated Chief Magistrate, drawing upon the fund of his ample 
experience, and speaking from his extensive observation and intimate 
practical knowledge of our political condition, warned us. 

2d. Ittends inevitably to corruption—to what, in common parlance, 
is understood by political * log-rolling,’ and to a wasteful and improvi- 
deut expenditure of the public money. Combimations of sectional and 
local interests will be fonuwed, strong enough to carry through Congress 
every proposition for improvement, whether useful or not, whether 
local or nauonal jn its character, and without regard to the general inter- 
ests of the whole. 

3d. If it be attempted to confine the action of the Government to 
works of a nefiwnal and not local character—a distinction, the disregard 
of which, * would, of necessity, lead to the subversion of the federai 
system’ —vet, in the language of the President, by whow this distine- 
tion is referred to, “that even this is an unsafe one, arbitrary in its na 
ture, and lable, consequently, to great abuses, is too obvieus to require 
the confinnation of experience ‘lo this, it may be added, that endie- - 
aud vexatious disputes would arise in Congress, and between Congres 
anc. the itxecutive, in determining what ts national and what 1. loca/ 
tach branch must, of consequence, act upon its own arbitrary opinion 
One Congress may commence a work as natwnal, and a sacceedin, 
Congress may think it local, and withhold the appropriation to comple 
it. So, one President nay give his sanction to a particuiar measure a: 
national, and his successor, considering it ys local, may withhold his ap 
proval. ‘There is no criterion or fixed rule by which the question ca: 
be settled or sutisfactorily determined. 

4th. It distarbs and destroys that harmony which should ever prevail 
inour legislative councils. 

Sth. Ifthe system continues on the present plan, the Representatives 
of the people, instead of acting tor the general interests of the whole, are 
to be engaged in a disreputable scramble for the public money, each 
acting with a view solely to the sectional and local interests of his imine- 
diate constituents. 

6th. A necessary consequence of the objections stated, will be un- 
equal and unjus* appropriations of the public money, even in those sec- 
tions of the Union whose Reprepresentatives may advocate the policy: 
Is it just, for instance, that New York, Pennsylvania, and other States, 
who have already taxed their own citizens to make their own internal 
improvements, should now be required to submit to the collection of ad- 
ditional taxes, levied on their citizens by the Federal Government, to 
make improvements in other States? The mequality is, however, 
more strikingly illustrated, when we look to those sections of the Union 
whose Representatives either doubt the existence of the power, or think 
it inexpedient to exercise it, who cannot, consistently with their opin- 
ious, engage in the general scramble for their share, and whose con- 
stituents, therefore, who equally contribute to supply the Treasury with 
money, do not participate in the appropriations for these objects. ‘Thus 
a very large portion of the Union, im numbers and geographical extent, 
which coutributes at least its equal proportions of the taxes for the sup- 
port of Government and the payment of the debt, are compelled to see 
the national treasure, instead of being applied to the legitimate objects 
for which it was rarsed, unequally disbursed, and often improvidently 
squandered on objects of mere Jocal umprovement, no portion of which 
ever returns to large sections of country, whose inhabitants have been 
taxed to pay it. 

The distribution of the surplus fands which may at any time remain 
in the Treasury, among the States, in some fixed, rateable, and equita- 
ble proportion, it is believed, would be exempt from these objections ; 
and to this extent, if it be the future policy of the Government to prose- 
cute works of this kind, it would be the preferable mode. 

The objections which have been made to the plan of distribution, and 
the answers to them, as stated by the President, have received the atten- 
tive consideration of the Committee, and they come to the conclusion 
that “the nature of the subject does not admit of a plan wholly free 
from objection.” 

The Comunittee do not understand the President as recommending 





The power “to lay and collect taxes, du-| u-efu 
ties, imposts, and excises,’ was conferred, not for the purpose of raising . tions, but for the pu 
money, that it might be given back again to the States, either for the | 
purpose of supporting the State Governments, or for any other pur- | 


the creation of a surplus for the purpose of distributing it out again 
among the people or the States; but they understand the recommenda- 
tion to proceed upon the idea that it may not be possible, in reference 
to other great interests in the country, so to adjust our system of reve- 
nue, until a remote period, as not to leave a surplus in the Treasury 
over the current demand; and, in that event, the proposition to provide 
in time for its distribution by constitutional amendment, (if amendment 
be deemed necessary,) although admitted to be attended with many 
difficulties, is subinitied by him for the “ discussion and dispassionate 
consideration” of Congress, a8 a plan preferable to any of those hereto- 
fore attempted to be practised on. 

The Committee can readily perceive the difficulty, and, indeed , impos- 
bility, of devising any system of revenne, whether levied in the shape 
of direct or indirect taxes on the people, that shall make the receipts in- 
to the Treasury for any given period of time, precigely equal to the ex- 
penditures. Our revenue is at present collected in the shape of indirect 
taxes on the people, by duties on imposts, and by the sales of the public 
lands,—the amount of either of which for a given period, cannot be 
foreseen or known. The safety of the Government, and the public 
credit, may at al] times require a sinall annual excess of receipts over 
the current expenditures, to meet exigencies, public defalcations, and 
unforseen contingencies. But though this must be the case. it is be- 
lieved there is nothing to justify the imposition of an additional, and, 
perhaps, onerous tax on the people, not wanted for the ordinary and 

f or necessary purposes of the Government in its ordinary fune- 
ye avowed at the time of levying the tax, of 
creating a surplus fund to be divided out arain among the people or the 





States. Nor do the Committee so understand the Executive recom- 
mendation. That no such surplus fund should be collected from the 


people, to be divided out again among the people, is evident from the 
consideration alone, that the expenses of collection and disbursement 
must be paid ; and, to that extent, the substance of the people is drawn 


from them, and, in the end, they receive, in the distribution, afler Laving 
been deprived of the use of it for a time, nothing more than their own 
money, diminished in amount. ‘This would be the case upon the sup- 
position that the taxes were contributed equally by the people of each 
State, ascertained on the basis of representation, which, in the very na 
ture of things, cannot possibly happen in a Government like ours, em- 
bracing within its limits such a variety of climate, population, and pro 
ducuiéns, and giving rise to such a vanety of pursuits in its different 
parts. But whether the taxes be levied equally or unequally on the 
people, the Comittee have no hesitation in giving it as their opinion 
that, after the public debt shall have been paid off, no more money 
should be drawn ito the ‘Treasury from the people than shall be nece=. 
sary for the proper and legitimate administration of the Government 
‘They fully accord with the President in the sentiment expressed in his 


Message of the 27th of May last, returning, with his reasons for its 


' 


ee oe 








rejection, the Maysville road bill, to the House of Representatives, that, 
however important improvements are admitted to be, they are not the 
only objects ‘which demand the fostering care of the Government. 
The preservation and suecess of the republican principle rest with ws. 
‘To elevate its character and extend its influence, rank among our most 
lnportant duties; and the best means to accomplish these desirable ob 
jects are those which will rivet the attachment of our citizens to the 
Government of their choice, by the comparative lightness of their publi 
burdens, and by the attraction which the superior success of its opera- 
tions will present to the admiration and respect of the world.” ‘They 
are of opinion, further, “that the resources of the nation, beyond those 
required tor the wnmediate and necessary purposes of the Government, 
can no where be so well deposited’as iu the pockets of the people.” 
Ours was intended to be a plain and a cheap Goverment, nota splendid 
or expensive one, notone inposing unnecessary burdens ca its Ciuzens 

But it is only in the event that, after the payment of the debt, there 
shall be found in the ‘Treasury an accumulating annual surplus over 
and above the current expenses, which the Government know not how 
otherwise to dispose of, that the question arises, what is to be done with 
nt? The complaint in most governments is, that the rulers cannot 
wring from their subjects money enough, and are compelled to resort to 
loans. In this, we shall have paid off the debt, and, in the case suppos- 
ed, will have drawn from the people more money than we have any use 
for, for constitutional purposes ; and the question of difficulty with us 
will be, im what manner we shall dispose of it?) ‘The obvious answer, 
it seems to the Committee, is, to reduce the taxes to the standard of the 
demands of the Government for all its constitutional purposes, and leave 
what would otherwise be surplus, in the pockets of the people. That 
this may be salely done, without prejudice to any other great interest of 
such paramount importance as to require that the whole people of the 
i nion should be taxed beyond the amount required for the sapport of 
Government, they do not hesitate to believe. 

After the debt shall have been paid, a deduction of the taxes should 
be made, and, the Committee believe, may be safely made, to the 
amount of the sinking fund at present applicable to the payment ‘of 
the debt; and in that event, there being no surplus in the ‘Treasury, the 
necessity may vot occur for devising a plan for its disbursement and 

listribution. “Lhat such a reduction of the taxes as shall be equivalent 
to the amount now annually applied to the payment of the debt, may 
be made without mjariously aflecting any of the great interests of the 
‘vuntry now protected, and to the great relief of all those who have 
iretotore borne the chief burdens of the debt, is not doubted. The 
unual sinking fund now applicable to the payment of the public debt, 
is ten millions of dollars, and such further sum as may at any time re- 
inain unappropriated im the Treasury. ‘This large amount, beyoud the 
um required to defray the ordinary expenses of the Government, has 
een heretofore cheerfully paid by the people, because it was “ thought 

be necessary to the support of Government, and the payment of the 
ebts unavoidably incurred in the acquisition and maintenance of our 
autional nghts and liberties.” But when the debts ere paid, and the 
vecessity for the continuance of the taxes to this amount will no longer 
exist, will not the people demand, and will they not have a right to de- 
tnand, at the hands of their Representatives. a reduction oftheir taxes to 
that amount? ‘The character of the American people is greatly mis- 
taken, or they will make that demand. Notto do it, would be to con- 
sent to be unnecessarily taxed, for the collection of money into the 
Treasury, to be serambled for by their Representatives, orto be a “ bone 
of contention,” distracting our deliberations, and marring the harmony 
of the Union. ‘That this reduction may be made without injurieusly 
aftecung any of the great interests of the country now protected, the 
Committee beheve, may be satisfactorily demonstrated. It is stated in 
the Keport of the Secretary of the Treasury at the commencement of the 
ast session of Congress, that the amount of the duties paid into the 
‘Treasury for the preceeding year, (182",) on articles not produced, or 
but partially produced in the United States, was $7,550,842 13. A 
total repeal of these, should this be deemed advisable, would certamly 
operate to the advantage of all interests, agricultural, commercial, and 
manufacturing. If tins be done, and a reduction be made of the taxes 
which have heretofore ‘borne severely upon the labormg and less 
prosperous classes of the community, being nnposed on the necessaries 
of lite,” the amount of reduction would be equal to the sinking fund, 
and, as the Committee conceive, could operate noimjury te any interest, 
but, on the contrary, be decidedly advantageous to all. i 

If, in the contingency, this should not be the case, and there should 
remain a surplus in the ‘Treasury, to be disposed of, they concur in the 
opinion that the present plan of prosecuting works of internal improve- 
ment is the “ worst that could exist ;” and if it shall be the future policy 
of the Government to employ any portion of its funds in works of this 
character, in any mode, the plan of distribution is, in their opinion, de- 
cidedly preferable to it. "That plan, whatever it may be, they have said, 
they believe, must be by an amendment of the Constitution. They 
do not deem it necessary, however, thus far in advance of the period 
when the national debt, by the observance of the most rigid econo- 
my, can be paid, to recommend to the House any plan of amend- 
ment. As, by the Constitution, the power to propose amendments is 
possessed by States, as well as by Congress, they have thought it pre- 
ferable simply to present their views on the whole subject, and submit it 
to the consideration of the States, (if, in their opimion, proper to do so,) 
to propose such amendments to the Constitution, consistently with their 
respective sovereignties, vesting in the Government of the United 
States such additional powers as they may deem it wise and safe to 
confer upon it. As any such amendment would divest the States of a 

rtion of their present power, and confer it upon the Government of the 

‘nion, there would seem to be a peculiar fitness that the proposition 
should originate with the parties who are about to surrender up a part of 
their powers. Doubtless, if any plan can be devised, which shall pre- 
serve the balance of power between the respective State and Federal 
Governments, and which shall promise to operate for the general advan- 
tage of the whole Union, a Constitutional majority of the States will 
adopt it as a partof the Constitution. The Committee are of opimion, 
that, in a Government like ours, it is at all times safe, and certainly wise. 
in all cases of a questionable or doubtful power, to apply to the people, 
the only true source of power, to explain, enlarge, or restrict it And 
they are willing to believe that there is no State in the Union that would 
not prefer such a resort to the opinion of her sister States, upon a great 
question of constitutional doubt, to an assumption of the contested 
power on the part of the Federal Government. however mnch such as- 
sumption might be calculated to promote her immediate and local in- 
terests. 

W ‘th these views the Committee submit + subject referred to them 
to the further consideration of the House, and of the States, not doubting 
that it will elicit all that delhberate consideration which its paramount im- 
portance, in all its bearings, demand. . 





Mr. Martix submitted the following, which, when the Report of the 
Committee on the Distribution of the Surplus Revenue shall be taken 
up for consideration, he will move as an amendment : 

Resolred, ‘That the power of taking money from the people, by laying 
and collecting duties, imposts, and exeises, 1s one of the most sacred ot 
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the trusts vested in Governments ; that it is conferred solely to enable 
them to command (he necessary means to execute the objects for which 
they were instituted, and that to exavt money from the people, wihle 
wot necessary for those objects, or more than may be necessary, would 
be, on the part of the Government, a manifest breach of trust, and to the 
people unjust and oppressive. 


Resoleced, That the General Government was created by the people of 


the States for certain general objects, to execute which, particular and 
specific powers, enumerated in the Constitution, were conferred on it, 
and, among others, the power of laying and collecting taxes, duues, im- 
posts and excises, Which, like the other powers, was conferred solely as 
ineans for etlecting the common objects entrusted to the Union; and 
that, for the General Government to collect taxes, to distribute the pro- 
ceeds amoung the several States, would be, in fact, to acknowledge that 
the money is not necessary for those common objects, and would, there- 
ture, be not only unjust and oppressive, but a direct and palpable viola- 
tion of the Const:tution itself. 

Resolved, That to collect money to be distribated among the States, 
inust, in its consequences, put to hazard all the objects for which the 
(jeneral Government was formed, as it would necessarily create in all 
the States powerful factions, whose objects would be to obtain a contro! 
over the sums 2 stributed, by arresting or demolishing the appropriations 
of the General Government, however Constitutional or proper they 
might be, while they would be under the most direct and powerful in- 
fluence to sustain the General Government as a mere engine for the un- 
constitutional, unjust, and oppressive purposes of collecting money trom 
the people, for an object never contemplated by the framers of the Con- 
stitution, and wholly incousistent with the purposes for which # was 
created. 

Resolved, therefore, That to distribute the surplus revenue among the 
States would be unjust, unconstitational, oppressive, and dangerous to 
the General Government ; and that the oxly plan that can be devised, 
that will be at once econonueal, just, constitutional, and safe, is, by a re- 
duction of the taxes, to leave the money not necessary for the purposes 
of the Government in the pockets of those who make it. 
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Tuurspay, Fesrvuary 10, 183). 

SENATE,—Mr. Hovimes presented the petition of the merchants, 
manufacturers, and others, of Saco, Mame, praying a drawback of duty 
on natis and hoops manufactured from unported iron. 
to the (Committee on Commerce. 

Duty on Alum Salt-—Mr. Bextor rose and moved for leave to with- 
draw hus motion for leave to introduce a bill for the abolition of the duty 
on Alum Salt, which lay on the table on a pomt of order. , 

Mr. Beston then gave notice of asking leave to-merrow to brmg in 
a bil for the gradual abolition of duty on Alam Salt, and tor fixing the 
mode of sale. 

Foragn Books.—Mr. Woovsery gave notice of asking leave to-mor- 
row to ustroduce a bill for reducing the duty on foreign books. 


It was reterred 


HOU SE—Debates on Constituton.—Mr. Everrrr, trom the Com- 
mittee of the Library, reported a bill making provision for the purchase 
of the Debates on the adoption of the Constitution, in the State Con- 
ventions, which was read twice 

The question being on the exgrossment of the bill, 

The Aves and Noes, on the call of Mr. McCoy. were ordered on 
the question. 

The question was then put, and decided in the negative—Ayes 64, 
Noes 115. 

So the bill was rejected. 

Roads and Canals.—Mr. Hewrnitt, from the Comittee on Roads 
and Canals, made a report, which he moved to commit to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and that it be printed. 

The reading h*ving been called for, the Clerk commenced reading 
the documeut, which is very long, and of an important character. 

A motion was made to suspend the further reading, after the Clerk 
had read for some nunutes, and some conversation took place on a point 
of order. ‘The question was divided, and the motions to commit and 
print were separately put and agreed to 

Mr. Vaycr then moved that 6.000 additional copies be printed. 

‘This motion lies over for one day, under a rule of the House. 

Chesapeake and Ohio Canal.—Mr. Craic, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill confirming an Act of the Legislature 
of Virginia, relating to the Che sapeake and Ohio Canal Company, 
passed Febrnary 13,1830, which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 





Frroay, Fesrvary If, 1831 
SENATE.—Mr. Spracur presentedthe petition of sundry individn- 
als in the State of Maine, praying that the exclusive right of ferrage 
by steamboats, between Robertson and St. Andrews, in New Branewick, 
may be granted to Wiliam EF. Robertson. 
mittee on Commerce. 


Agreeably to notice, Mr. Woopspury introduced a bill to reduce the 


duty on foreign books. 

Duty on Alam Salt-—Mr. Bento, purseant to notice of yesterday, 
asked for leave to introduce his bill for the gradual abolition of the duty 
on alum salt. He asked for the yeas and rays on his motion : 


Mr. Foor intended to have given a silent vote agaist the introduc- 


tion of the bill, but the gentleman’s msisting on having the yeas and 


nays on the question, brought to his recollection that a bill of a sunilar 
Although the Chair had reversed his 
decision on the subject, he still considered that the cyiestion of order 
was involved in it, and it shonld be decided by the Senate, for a close 

; He would ask 


import was before the Senate. 


observance of their rules was an actual saving of time. 
if the economy of their time would not be entirely forgotten, if every 
Senator might introduce bills of the sume nature of others previous!) 


brought im, by a mere change of a partial descripton. but where the 
If this were tolerated’, their whole time might 
be consumed by their consideration alone, although they might afiei- 


principle was the same ! 


wards be rejected. 


Mr. Dickrrsos was opposed to the introduction of the bill, because 
he considered it one of too mnch importance to be brought in at this 
period of the session, for there could vot be suricient time for its consi- 
He was also opposed to the granting of leave, inasmach as 
he considered it a bill which interfered with the revenue, by providing 
for the charge of a tax of so much for a given time; and to the Senate 
did not belong the right of originating bills which went te levy or con |} 
tinue an impost in which the revenue of the country was concerned. 
Tt was alse a bill which only related to a particular description of salt, 
and the bill introduced by the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Smith) 


deration. 


embraced salt in general. 


Mr. Bevrow said, that as to the qnestion that it originated a measare 
connected with the revenue, he would simply ask, had or had not the 
bill before the House the very same tendency! ‘The question of order 


he should submit to the Chair. 


The Chair could not change the decision already given, but proceed- 


ed to take the sense of the Senate on the granting of leave. 


A division was then had, when leave to introduce the bill was re- 


fused—the Ayes being 17. the Noes 27. 
Mr. Nosur submitted the following resolution : 


Resolred, That the Committee on Foads end Canals be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of appropriating a sum of money for the 
urpose of improving the road from Harrison, Ohio, via Trenton, 
rookville, Andersonville, and Rushville, to Ind:anopolis, intersecting 


the Camberland Road, Indiana, at Indianapolis. 


Mr. Monroe. —Mr. Hayee, fror th 
was referred the bill for the sett'ement of the claims of Jemes Monroe 
reported it with an ameniment. 

The ameycment consisted in striking out the words “ public serviees 


It was referred to the Com- 


“pecial Committee to whom 


Banner of the Constitution. 
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‘losses, and sacrifices ;’ and this amendment, Mr. Hayne remarked, the 
Committee had thought it right to make, to prevent an erroneous in- 
pression on the merits of the case from going abroad to the public. 

HOUSE.— Reports of the Judiciary Committee. —The House resumed 
the consideration of the resolution to print 6,000 copies of the Reports 
of the Judiciary Committee, on the question of repealing the 2oth sec- 
lion of the Judiciary Act of 1759. 

Mr. Danie took the floor, and spoke tll the expiration of the allotted 
hour. 

‘The Speaker laid before the Howse a letter from the Seeretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a statement of contracts authorized by the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury during the year 1%50; contracts for higit- 
houses, &c.; and payments made in discharge of iniscellaneous claims ; 
which letter and statements were laid ou the tabl 

The Spraker also laid before the House a communication from 
Governor Cass, transmitting a resolution of the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of Michigan, relative to the production of Silk, and praying for 
a grant of four townships of land in that Territory, for the cultivation 
of the Mulberry tree; which was referred to the Committee on the 
‘Territories. 

Susan Decatur, et al —Mr. McDurrsn moved that the House do pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill to compensate Susan Decatur, wi- 
dow and legal representative of Captain Stephen Decatur, dee’d, et al. 

Mr. Wairrtcesey called for the yeas and nays on the consideration : 
and they were ordered by the House. being taken, they stood as fol- 
lows: Yeas 192. Nays =2 

So the House determined now to consider the bi! 

{ Considerable debate took place, not only as to the swm to be appro- 
priated, but on the merits of the claim. In the course of the discussion 
a letter from Mrs. Decatur was read, detailing her present distressed 
situation, and appealing to Congress, in very strong and eloquent terms, 
for relief. 

A motion to fill the blank with the sum of one hundred thousand do}l- 
lars, Was agreed to. 

Some conversation then took place as to the proper mode of distri- 
bution of the sum appropriated between the sur-iving officers and 
crews, and the legal representatives of the parties concerned. 

After some debate, the main question was put as follows : 

Shall the bill be engrossed for a third reading ’ and decided in the 
aegative— Ayes, =1—Noes, 59 

So the bill was rejected. 


Sarurpsay, Pesruary 12, 151. 

SENATE —The Cuatr laid before the Senate a Report from the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, accompamed with returns frou the Mint, of 
the Gold and Silver Coins struck in the year 1830. 

The bill mtroduced by Mr. Woopsury, to reduce the duty on Foreign 
Books, was again read and referred to the Committee on the Library. 
The bill provides for reducing the duty on books treating on the sci- 
ences and mechanic arts, and on Latin and Greek books, printed before 
the year 1508, to four cents per pound. 

HOUSE.—A few private bills were cousulered, and then, on motion, 
the House adjourned. 


Moxpay, Fesprevary 14, [83] 

SENATE.—Mr. Barsano presented the memorial of Garsed, 
Baines, & Co., of Philadelphia, praying a modification of the Tarif law 
of 1°28, in regard to imported flax, and flax manufactures. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee oun Manwaetures 

Mr. Roseixs submitted the followmg resolution ; 
| Resolved. That the Library Committee be insiructed ie inquire into 
the expediency of adopting a resolution directing the distribution eft the 
copies of the secret Journal of the old Congress, and the Journal of the 
Convention for forming the present Constitution, stil remanung fer dis- 
tribution 

Foreign Fron —Mr.Woopsrvry, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom bad been referred various petitions ow the subjeet, reperted a 
bill for a drawback of duty on imported [ron 

Ht USE.—Indiews.—The House. on motion of Mr. Enwarp Ever- 
(err, took up the petition which be offered on Monday haat, on the sub- 
ject of Indian ‘Treaties. 

Mr. Evererr then moved to refer the petition to the Committee on 
} Indian Affairs, with the following instructions : 

To report a bill making further provision ior executing the laws of 
the United States, on the subject of intercourse with the Indian tribes, 
and also for the faithful observance of the treaties between the United 
States and the said tribes. 

Mr. Wickutrre then demanded the question of consideration, and 
the Aves and Nees were ordered. 

The question was then put—* Will the House now consider the mo- 
tion?’ and decided in the athrmative—Ayes 191, Noes, 95. 

So the House determined to consider the motion. 

Mr. Everett then rose, and sustained his motion; but. before he 
had coneladed, gave way to 

Mr. Vasce, who moved that the House do now adjourn, which was 
carried m the affirmative. 

The House then adjourned. 





Twrspay. Feravary 15, 1831. 

SENATE.—Mr. Rosixsos presented memorials from the Legisla- 
tare of Illinois, praying an appropriation of a portion of the public 
lands, for the improvement of the navigation of the Kaskaskia and 
i mbarras rivers ; it was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. Beyroy presented the memorial of the Santa Fe traders, pray- 
ing protection for the Caravans, between the Missouri and Mexican set- 
tlemeuts 

Mr. Sasrorp presented the memorial of E. B. and W. H. Oakley, 
of New York. praving for an alteration of the existing tanif duties 
on imported Cap-wire: it was referred to the Committee on Mannu- 
laciures. 

Mr. Wooprery. from the Committee on Csmmerce. who had been 
instructed, by a resolution of the Senate of the 20th December last, to 


Consuls, made a Report, accompanied with a resolution, to the effect 
that the subject be postponed il Wie next session of Congress, and LOUU 
extra copies of the said Reportto be printed. 


HOU SE.—Assayof Gold—Mr. Verrraxcr, from the Select Com- 
mittee on the subject, reported a bill to establish an Assay Office of ihe 
United States Mint. in North Carolina and Georgia. 

Mr. Duprey submitted the followmeg resolution, which. with unani- 
mous consent. was agreed to> 

Resolred, Tha the Committee of Commerce be instructed to con- 


three buoys, chams, anc: sinkers, and placing the same en the shoals at 
the Inlets, and Ilorse Shee shoal, near New Lalet, at the Cape Fear 
River. 

The bill for the relief of Susan Decatur was then taken up, and dis- 
cussed at great length, on the motion of Vir. Doppriner, for the re- 
consideration of the former vote on the subject. 

Several amendments were proposed, which were all superseded by 
the previous cuestion; and the bill on the question of engrossment for a 
third reading was rejected by the following vote: Yeas 0), Nays 0. 





‘the Union. Mr. Drayrox m the Cieir, and considered the bill con- 
}cerming the Danish spoliations on American citizens. 
amendments had been presented, the Committee rose and reported. 





’ 
Weeovespay, Fesrvary 16, 1831. 


»| SENATIF.—Mr. Barsano presented the memorial of the Skip-own- 


ingaire into the expedieney of further defining by law the duties of 


sider the expediency of making an appropriation for the purchase of 


The House then went into a Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


After some | 


= — ee 
A ee ae 


ers and others of the city of Philadelphia, praying the erection of a 
| Light House, on either of the points at the entrance of the North-west 
| branch of the river Patapsco; also, that vessels navigating the Delaware 

rive, aud Chesapeak Bay, and their tributaries, may be required to dis- 
play lights, after sundown. jt was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. Barvarp also presented a memoria! from sundry citizens of 
Philadelphia, relative to the removal of ebstractions m the nas igation of 
Back (‘reek. 

Mr. Dickerson. from the Committee on Manufactures, to whom had 
been referred the bill to reduce and fix the duties on sugars imported 
‘into the United States, made a special report on the subject, w hich wus 
| ordered to be pi inted. 


’ 





HOUSE.—Relief to Tnporters —Mr. Cassrrresc, from the Com 
mittee on Commerce, rey uted the following bill; which twice 
read, and ordered to a third reading om Monday next, the 2!+t instant 


Was 


A biil for the relief of certain Importers of Foreign Merchandise. 

Be it enacted, Sec. That the Secretary of the Treasury sisal] be, and 
¢ is hereby authorized to extend relief to any unporter of foreign 
merchandise who may have been charged, uwder the provisions of the 
third section of the act entitled “ An act for the more effectual collec- 
tion of tie duties on unports,” passed Jamirh a 'y of May ‘ pau. with any 
duty in adajtion to the duties evisting op such merehandise previous to 
the passage of said act. to the amount ef such additional duty: Provid- 
ed, said merchandise shall have been imported previous to the Ist day 
of January last. 

Slare Trade—Mr. Mexcer moved to suspend the rile of the 
Hoase in regard to motions, for the purpose of enabling himself to sub- 
mit a resolution requesting the Executive to enter into negotiations with 
the maritime powers of Earope, % induce them to enact laws declaring 
the African Slave Trade piracy, and punishing it as such; but the mo- 
tion, (requiring two thirds) was Jost-—63 to 54. 

A Message from the President of the United States was then read 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affais. 

The sad Message is as follows: 

To the House of Representatires : 

L communicate to the House of Representatives, in compliance with 
their resolution of the 29th of January last, calling for information and 
papers respecting the seizure of American vessels by the naval forces, 
of Portugal forming the blockade of the Island of Terceira, a report frora 
the Secretary of State, which, with the documents accompanying it 
contains the information in his Department upon that subject; and 
/avail inyself of the occasion further to mform the House of Representa- 
tives, that orders had, before the introduction of the resolution referred 
j, been given to fit out a ship of war fur the more effectual protection 
of our Commerce in that quarter. ANDREW JACKSON. 
Washington, Feb. 15, 15831. 








Tucrspay, Fesrvany 17, 1831. 
SENATE.—Mr. Burnet presented a communication from Governor 
MeArthur. of the State-of Ohio, transmitting a resvlution and an act, 
entitled * An Act fer the preservation and repair of the United States’ 
Road,” im that State, passed by the General Assembly of the State of 
Ohio. Mr. Burnet called the attention of the Semate to one section of 
the Act, whieh provides tlrat no toll shall be charged on the United 
States’ mails—or on amy cavalry or other troops, militia, arms, or military 
stores. belonging to the United States, or any of the States comprising 
the Umon. Mr. Burnet moved to lay the documeats on the table, and 


said he should. on temorrew, ask the concurrence of the Senate to the 
nil] 


~ 


— 

HOUSE —-Judiciary Revort —The Honse resumed the considera- 
tion of the mot. en to print 6,000 copies of the Reports of the Judiciary 
Committees. 

An attempt was made by Mr. Bararixerr to arrest the debate ina 
question of order as to the latitude of the debate, but the effort was not 
successful. 

Mr. Fosrer then took the floor, and spoke at length on the subject, 
not paving concluded when the expiration of the hour arrested his re- 
1vurAs. 

Koads and Rivers —The Committee then took up the bill making ap- 
propriations for certam works of tuternal lhmprevement. 

An amendment appropriating 150.0%) dollars for the improvement of 
the Oho river, was adopted—Avyes 7". Noes 52. Other amendments 
were adopted. 

—-e 
Pripay, Fesrcany 18, 18351. 

SENATE.—Mr. Burvert, pursuant to notice given yesterday, intro+ 
duced a bill declaring the assent of Congress to an act of the General 
Assembly of Ohio, for the preservation and repair of the National Read, 
im that State. It was twice read, and referred to the Committee ay 
Reads and Canals. 

Mr. Gronpy, from the Committee on Roads and Canals, reported a 
bill to authorize the laving out and coystructing a Post Road from Line 
Creek, Alabama, to Chatahooehe, in Georgia. 

On the motion of Mr. Smire, of Md. the general appropriation bill 
from the House of Representatives for the support ef Government for 
the vear In31, was taken up for consideration. 

The several amendiments as proposed by the Committee on Finance 
were read seriatim. ‘Tbatior appropriating a sum of $500 for contin- 
gent expenses to the Attorney-General, elie nedicunside rable discussion, 
in which Messrs. Suiru of Md., Spracue, Kine, Jonnston, Hommes, 
Hayne, Tazewert, Biss, Nesir, and Cuamspers, severally delivered 
their sentiments. And a similar discussion arose on the amendment 
intreduced waking appropriations towards the expenses of the mission 
to the ‘Turkish Government, in connexion with the late Treaty with the 
Porte. To that part of this areendment which included the appropria- 
tons, Mr. Tazewert moved an amendment to strike out so much as 
reluted thereto, objecting to it in principle on constitutional grounds, and 
the discussion Was yot concluded when a motion, from the lateness of 
the hour, was made to adjourn, which was agreed to. 

HOUSE.—Mr. Visvrox, from the Commutzee on Internal Impreve- 
ments, reported a bill deelaring the assent of Congress to an act of the 
General Assembly of the State of Ohio ; and to aathonze the States of 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, and Marvland te take charge of the U. States’ 
Road within the several States, which was read twice, and committed 
to @ Cominitee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


From the Philadelphia Chronicle. 

Prevnevevania BDanxs.—The Auditor-General’s Report, to the Legis- 
_jature, contains the statements of the affairs of thirty-two Banks within 
ithe Commenwealth. The following abstract from this Report may not 
prove uninteresting to some of our readers > 

Capital Stock peid in of thirty-two Banks,.......$12,815,581 85 
Notes 11 Civ@matiOn,..o. ccc ccccde cece ceccccccee 4 meU,Old OO 

;} DPueto other Banks...... obescdédcdivr tne 

| = Due to individual depositors,.... 00. .0.ceeeeee cone 0 244,752 

| Comtinagoemt fund,..o0 cces cccccdc coed seesdsévceced eee ae 

| Dividends napaid,..... **e*enrvreeeeeeeeeeeveeeeeee coccee tt SAO 91 

| 27 








Due to the Commonwealth,............0ccee-- cee e IPO F 

Balls discotinted,...o. ccoccsnccecccccscceccceveceht eee GM 
OUD iris <aettlgnin a0 6 00.8060. cdbs odds céar.cvas eee eed O13 383 R4 
Te tes of other Banks... 2... cee. cece cece cece cee 1,926,257 OO 
| Real Estate, Bridge, &c...... ccc ccc cccces cece cece 1,490,936 BG 
| Loans to the Commonwealth...........-2+eeee eee. 2,344,027 66 
Bonds, Mortgages, Ground Rents, Kc.,.......600--- 953,375 
Due by other Banks,.... 2.2.00 e cece ee ceee cece SON a00 OF 
Drafts, Bills of Exchange, &c.,.....- ce cces sees cece MA QI5 § 

U nited- States Stocks. ... ccs cocc cece seas cecccccccce or 
Sundry securities and personal accoumts,....- see. 0.2. 76,545 56 
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Vauner of the Constitution. 





JOURNAL OF THE FEDERAL CONVENTION. 


{ Continued from Page 2.) 





Tvuespay, June 26, 1777. 
it was moved and seconded to amend the third clause of the fourth 
‘esolutuion reported from the Committee, so a3 to read as toullows— 
uamely : 

‘for nine years, one-third to go out triennially.” 

Which passed im the negative. 

beas—lennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia—3. 

Neys—Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Mary- 
taud, North Carolina, South Carolina, (reorgia—s. 

it was then moved and seconded to amend the third clause of the 
fourth res lution, so as to read, 

‘ Por six years, one-third to go out biennially.” 

Qn the question to agree to the amendment—It passed in the affirm- 
auve. 

\’cas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina—7. 

Nays—New York, New Jersey, South Carolina, Georgia—4. 

it was moved and seconded to strike the followimg clause out of the 
fourth resoluuion: 

“To receive fixed stipends, by which they may be compensated for 
the devotion of their ume to public service.” 

‘The question to strike out passed in the negative. 

bcas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Maryland, South 
Carolma—). 

Nays—New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Virginia, North Carolina, 
Georgia-——4), 

It was then moved and seconded to amend the fourth clause of the 
fourth resolution, so as to read, 

“To receive a compensation for the devotion of their time to the pub- 
ie service, 

W hich passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Gceorgia—1V. 

Nay—South Carolina—1. 

it was moved and seconded to erase the following words from the 
fourth resolution, namely : 

“Ont of the National Treasury :” 

And to substitute the following, namely : 

‘ By their respective States.”’ 

Which passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, South Carolina, Weor- 
via-—.>. 

Nays—-Maasachuasetts, Peunsylyania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina—f6. 

it was moved and seconded to agree to the following clause in the 
‘fourth resolution, namely : 

“To be paid out of the public treasury.” 

Which passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virgimia, 
=O. 

Nays—C onnecticut, New York, New Jersey, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia—6, 

{t was moved and seconded to postpone the consideration of the last 
clause in the fourth resolution, as reported from the Committee, in or- 
der to take up the following proposition, offered by Mr. Willamson, as 
a substitute, namely: 

“To be ineligible to, and incapable of holding, any office under the 
authority of the United States, except those peculiarly belonging to the 
functions of the second branch, during the term for which they are 
elected.” 

On the question to postpone—Tt passed in the affirmative. 

‘eas—Connectieut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
North Carolina—6. 

Nays— Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, South Carolina, Geor- 
gia-——.>. 

It was then moved and seconded to add, after the word “elected,” 
the words “ and for one year thereafter,”—Which passed in the aflirin- 
ative. 

Yeas—C onnecticut, New York, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina—7. 

Nays—Massachusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvama, Georgia—4. 

It was then moved and seconded to agree to the propos#ion as amend- 
ed, namely: 

“To be ineligible to, and incapable of holding, any office under the 
authority of the United States, except those peculiarly belonging to the 
functions of the second branch, during the term for which they are 
elected, and for one year thereafter.” 

Which passed unanimously in the affirmative. 

Tt was moved and seconded to add the following clause to the fourth 
resolution, namely: 

‘And to be meligible and incapable of holding any office under a 
particular State.” 

Winch passed in he negative. 

VYeoas—Massachusetts, Perneylvania, Virginia—3. 

Nays—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
North Carolina, South Carclina, Georgia—e. 

It was moved and seconded to agree to the fifth resolution reported 
from the Committee, namely : 

“ Resolved, ‘That each branch ought to possess the nght of originat- 
mg acts.” 

Which passed unanimously in the affirmative. 

And then the House adjourned till to-morrow, at 11 o’cleck, A.M. 


Wepyveanay, June 27, 1727. 


It was moved and seconded to postpone the consideration of the sixth 

resolution reported from the Committee, im order to take up the seventh 
“and eighth resolutions. 

On the question to postpone—It passed in the affirmative. 

It was moved and seconded to agree to the first clause of the seventh 
resolution, namely : 

* Resolced, That the right of suffrage in the first branch of the Na- 
tional Legislature ought not to be according to the rule established iu, 
the Articles of Confederation.” 

Before a determination was taken-on the clause— 

‘The House adjourned tll to-morrow, at 1] o'clock, A, M 

Tuorspay, June 28, 1757. 
t was moved and seconded to amend the seventh resolution reported 
from the Committee, so as to reac as follows, viz: 

* Resolved, That the right of suffrage in the first branch of the Legis- 
lature of the United States ought to be in proportion to the whole nam- 
ber of white and other free citizens and inhabitants, of every age, sex, 
and condition, including those bound to servitude for a term-of years, 
and three-fifths of all other persons not comprehended in the foregoing 
description, except Indians, not paying taxes in each State.” 

It was moved and seconded to erase the word “not” from the first 
clause of the seventh resolution, so as to read, 

“ Resolred, That the right of suffrage in the first brauch of the Legis- 
Tature of the United States onglt ‘o be aecording to the rule established 
iu the Articles of Confederation.” 

The determiuation of the House, on the motion for erasing the word 

‘mot”™ frem the first clause of the seventh resolution, was postponed, at 
the request of the Deputies of the State of New York, till to-morrow. 

And then the Heuse adjourned til) to-morrew, at 11 o'clock, A. M. 

Farmpay, Joxe 29, 1787. 

tt was meved and seconded to strike the word “not” out of the first 
clause of the seventh reeclution reported from the Committee. 

On the question to strike out—It passed in the negative. 

Feas—Connecncut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware—4. 


—_— _——-— ——_—s 


_ Nays—Masstchusetts, Pennsylvania, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
‘Carolina, Georgia—6. 

Divided—Maryland—}. 

Tt was moved and seconded to agree to the first clause of the seventh 
resolution as reported from the Committee, viz: 

* Resolved, ‘That the right of suffrage im the firet branch of the Legis- 
lature of the United States ought not to be according to the rale estab- 
lished in the Articles of Confederation, but according to some equitable 
ratio of representation.” 

On the question to agree—It passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Pennsyls .nia, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia—t. 

Nays—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware—4. 

Dirided—Maryland—}. 

It was moved and seconded to postpone the further consideration of 
the seventh, in order to take up the eighth resolution—W hich passed in 
the athrmative. 

beas—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, Virgima. North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—9¥. 

Nays—Massachusetts, Delaware—2. 

It was moved and seconded to amend the eighth resolution reported 
from the Committee, so as to read as tollows, viz: 

** Resolved, "That, in the second branch of the Legislature of the United 
States, each State shall have an equal vote.” 

Before the determination of the House was taken on the last motion, 

‘The House adjourned till to-morrow, at 1) o'clock, A. M. 


~-_ 
ind. 


Sarorpay, June 30, 

The following resolution was moved and seconded, viz: 

‘* Resolved, That the President be requested to write to the Supreme 
Executive of the State of New Hampshire, and inform lum, that the 
business before the Convention is of such a nature as to require the un- 
mediate attendance of the gentlemen appointed by that State to this 
Convention.” 

On the question to agree to this resolution—It passed in the negative. 

beas—New York, New Jersey—2. 

Nays— Massachusetts, Connecticut, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina—. 

Dirided—Maryland—1}. 

it was then moved and seconded to take up the resolution submitted 
to the consideration of the House yesterday, viz: 

* Resolved, That, in the second branch of the Legislature of the United 
States, each State shall have an equal vote.” 

After some time passed in debate— 

‘The House voted unanimeusly to adjourn till Monday next, at eleven 
o'clock, A. M. 

Monnay, Juiy 2, 1787. 

It was moved and seconded to agree to the following resolution, viz: 

* Resolved, That, in the second branch of the Legislature of the United 
States, each State shall have an equal vote ” 

Which passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 


— 


Nays—Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina—5. 

Divided—Georgia—}). 

It was moved and seconded to appoint a Committee, to whom the 
eighth resolution, and so mach of the seventh resolution, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House, as has not been decided upon, 
should be referred. 

On the question to agree to this motion—It passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—¥. 

Nays—New Jersey, Delaware—2. 

It was moved and seconded that the Committee consist of a Member 
from each State. 

It passed in the affirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Dela- 
ware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolia, South Carolina, Georgia—10. 

Nay—Pennsylvania—1. 

And a Committee, by ballot, was appointed, of Mr. Gerry, Mr. Elis- 
worth, Mr. Yates, Mr. Patterson, Mr. Franklin, Mr. Bedford, Mr. L. 
Martin, Mr. Mason, Mr. Davie, Mr. Rutledge, and Mr. Baldwin. 

And then the House adjourned till Thursday next, at 11 o’clk. A.M. 
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FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION, 





THE SUGAR MONOPOLY, 

A TAX ON FREEMEN, FOR THE BENEFIT OF SLAVES! 

We have recently conversed with some of the leading men in West- 
chester County, who express a strong desire that the sugar duty nay be 
repealed during the present session of Congress. ‘There is no doubt 
that this subject is looked upon but in one light by the constituents of 
the Representative from that County, and, as he votes on the question 
of the repeal, in the affirmative or negative, will he very materially in- 
crease or diminish his popularity. The farmers of Westchester Coun- 
ty can perceive no good reason why they should pay three cents tax on 
every pound of sugar they consume, becanse some two hundred Loui- 
siana sugar planters declare their inability to compete with foreign su- 
gar on equal terms. ‘The same feeling, as far as we may speak from 
. oes of personal observation and intercourse, is very general in 
a 


the Representatives from this part of the country as strive to maintain 
the integrity of the American System, by voting against the expunging 
of the sugar tax, will receive very unequivocal demonstrations of dis- 
pleasure from their constituents.—[ New York Erening Post. 

The above are the remarks of the Editor of the Post, a jour- 
nal which has uniformly and ably advocated the rights and in- 
terests of the people, in opposition to those unequal, unjust, 
and vacopstitutional aets, which, under the disguise of certain 
popular phrases, are levying a most enormous tax upon the 
poor and middling classes—and for whose benefit? Why, for 
the benefit, and the sole bencfit, of some thousands of the wealth- 
iest menia the Union! But this is by no meaus the worst ef- 
fect of the taxing system ; for, in order to maintain those. acts 
(on which it is founded, selfish and unprincipled politicians are 
' endeavoring to undermine our Constitution, hy forced interpre- 
‘tations, suited to the views of a powerful and weahthy combi- 
‘nation, which, if they prevail, must certainly end in an utter 
‘disaffection to the Union, and perhaps in its dissolution. There 
jare at least six large States, at the South, who have maintain- 
‘ed, in their legislative acts, and by solemn protests, now on the 
‘files of our Nationa! Legislative proceedings, the inequality, in- 
‘justice, and unconstitutionality, of levying taxes, under the pre- 
tence of regulating trade, upon one class of our citizens, in one 
portion of the Union, for the berefit of the other. 

In addition to the States referred to, which have taken the 
ground of unconstitutionality, there ere two States. in New 
Engiand—viz. New Hampshire and Maine—and three more 
of the Middle and Southwestern States, which have always 
opposed any addition to the rates imposed by the act of 1816, 
and which are ready to join in any measures for a restoration 
of our commerce to that prosperity which it enjoyed prior to 
the adoption of the taxing system. 
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| the neighboring counties ; and we are very confident that such of 
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Sull, with all this disaffection to the existine system, im one- 
half of the States, together with a powerful party in the 'Tanff 
States, who are equaily desirous of throwing off the yoke of the 
inonopolists, the advocates of monopolies, sirengthened by a 
host of political allies, who are attempting to get into power, 
through the aid of the weaithy mavutacturers, treat with utter 
contempt the complaints of the National party, who are desir- 
ous of making such changes in the act of *S28 as will be ae- 
ceptable to the auti tariff States, while they will mect the 
views of the most reasouable portion of the protected mauu- 
facturers, and thus put this long agitated and dangerous ques- 
uon at rest. 

Among the burdensome taxes imposed on the people, for the 
benefit of the privileged and protected classes, there is no one 
which carries on the face of it stronger evidence of its iequa- 
lity and injustice, than the suGAR TAX, amounting to upwerds 
of $4,000,000 per annum, aud levied, as we shall hereafter 
show, for the benefit of less than five hundred sugar planters 
and twenty-five thousand slaves, contributing less support to 
the Union, in the best sense of that term, than the population 
of any second-rate town in this Siate. 


A CONSUMER OF BROWN SUGAR. 


FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONTSITUTION. 








EFFECTS OF THE TARIFF ON REVENUE AND 
COMMERCE. 

The advocates of the anti-commercial and anti-republican 
system, of tvration on the many, for the benefit of the few, have 
been constantly publishing, in this quarter, such details of our 
foreign commerce as might impress upon the nation a belief 
that it had been on the increase in this district. 

The Boston papers, wlich, with the exception of the Com- 
mercial Gazette, aud Practical Politician, are either neutral 
upon the Tariff question, or are in the interests of the incorpo- 
rated manufacturers, have boasted continually, during the »ast 
year, of the revival of commerce, and insisted upon its in- 
crease, as compared with the former year. 

That the losses in commercial speculations have not been so 
great as io 1828 and 1829, is admitted: but it does not follow, 
from this facet, that there has been an extension of our trade. 
The trath is, the foreign trade of the country has been decreas- 
ing rapidly ever since the first high Tariff was established, in 
1816, and more rapidly since the act of 1824, by which duties 
on some important articles were augmented. The intelligent 
Secretary of the Treasury, whose Reports remind us of those 
of Mr. Gallatin, frem the clearness and conciseness with which 
they are dfawan up, thus notices the decline of our foreigu com- 
merce ; 

“In looking forward to the probable changes in he fiseal operations 
of the Government, when the public debt shall be completely extin- 
gushed, it is worthy of observation, that, with the exception of a single 
year, (128) there has been a gradual reduction of imports since 1eZ5, 
and a continued reduction in the exports of foreign merchandise, dur- 
ing the same period. "These facts suggest various considerations, to be 
taken into view in estimating the future revenues of the Gove.nment. 
They also show, among other matters worthy of notice, that the navi- 
gating interest employed in foreign commerce, and particularly in the 
carrying trade, must have satiered a material depression.”’ 

The Secretary of the Treasury is correct, and it is consoling 
to the friends of free trade and seund constitutional doctrines, 
and indeed all who feel an interest in the peace and prosperity 
of the country, to perceive the attention of Government called 
to the importan’ subjeet of the de;vessing effects of the taxing 
and exclusive system, upon our commerce and navigation, and 
to hear the suggestion of Mr. Ingham as to the expediency of 
considering how these interests may be relieved. 

‘The Secretary of the Treasury speaks of a reduction in our 
export and import trade since 1825, but, if he had thought pro- 
per to refer back to an er rler period, when we were acting 
upon those enlighteved principles of government which direct- 
ed Washington, Adams, and Jefferson, in the management of 
our commercial policy, the contrast between the eflects of free 
trade and monopoly would have been much more striking than 
the comparison between the export and import trade of the 
past year and any which has elapsed since the act of 1824, 

Let us, then, turn back to the commencement of the century. 
and see what was the state of our commerce at that period. 
From 1799 to 1807, (when the embargo suspended our foreigu 
trade,) the average of our exports was $83,909,069. We then 
had au average population of about six millions. The aver- 
age of our exports, from 1820 to 1828, inclusive, is $76,581,360, 
and subsequently the average has declined to less than $73,- 
(00,000, inclusive of the past year, while our population has 
nearl: doubled. ‘The decline in the import trade is of course 
equally great, as one must keep pace with the other. If we 
will not receive the productions and manufactures of foreign 
nations, they cannot receive ours. Commerce can only exist 
by bartering the surplus productions of one country with the 
surplus productions of another country. Hf, then, the exclusive 
system shall be carried to the extent contemplated by the lend- 
ers of the party who are attempting to overthrow the existing 
Administration, there will be almost an entire exclusiog of im- 
ports from foreign countries, and, consequently, an equal di- 
minution of exports. This is an inevitable consequence of the 
anti-commercial and anti republican system, which, like the 
corn-monopoly of Great Britain, has been established by the 
influeuce of wealth and the intrigues of politicians, who stand 
ready to sacrifice all the great interests of the country, to gra- 
tify their thirst for wealth aud thirst for power. There has 
rarely heen exhibited, in any nation claiming to be civilized 
and enlightened, a greater degree of ignorance and corruption 
thaa has been evinced by the legislators of this Republic, in the 
various steps by which the existing system of absurd, oppres- 
sive, unjust, and uscoastitutional monopolies, have been fasten- 
ed upon the country. We talk of our independence, our free- 
dom, and our private aud public. virtue, but the action of this 
Government, for sowe years past, has been as corrupt and as 
oppressive, to. the mass of the people, as that of the most des- 
potie monarchy in Europe: aod, if there is not intelligence 
and virtue enough among the electors, to send men of more 
honest, more independent, and more clevated views, into our 
legislative assemblies, we may retain the name and the forms 
of a free Goveroment, and this is all, for we shall no longer 
enjoy its blessings. 


Look at the votes on a motion made to reduce the duties. 


op iron, coarse woollens, and sugar, of the Delegation of the 


State of Massachusetts, every member of whieh was opposed: 


toareduction. They knew that these duties bear, extremely 
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' manufactures whieh are propped up by the taxing system. 
- What, then, was the reason that they unanimously resisted a 





reasouable reduction in taxes oa some of the first necessaries 
ot life ? 

We wil, then, tell our readers, what perhaps many of them 
already know, that some of the Representatives ot Massachu- 
etts have frankly vowed their uuqualified adhercuce to the 
political fate of Mr. Clay, and to the principles ou the muainte- 


) nance of which he founds his hopes of success, namely, the ut- 
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ter destruction of our import, aud consequently export trade, 
that we may be independent of fore ign nations /—according to 
the notion of independence entertained by that great philoso- 
plher and statesman. ‘There are others, however, and those the 
most infueatial among the Delegation, who have an additional 
stimulus, and not less potent, im regulating the conduct of a 
portion of our legislators—and that is, a pecupiary interest Io 
ihe monopolies of cotton and woollen manufactures, protected 
by taxes ov the nation at large, of 30 to 150 per centum. Is 
it not most natural, then, that men who have enjoyed, for ma- 


ny years past, dividends of from 6 to 25 per ceutum, through 
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that short aod pleasant road to wealth, the pockets of the peo- 
ple, should feel a sympathy for their brother monopolists, the 
iron-masters of Pennsylvania and Maryland, avd the sugar- 
planters of Louisiana? . 

Standing, then, iv the position which the Delegation of Mas- 
sachusetts do—namely, having either a deep pecuniary or po- 
lit'cal interest at stake—we appeal to every fair and candid 
miud, whether, in resisting such modifications of the act of Io2s 
as they knew to be essential to the interests of the great mass 
of the nation, the members of the Delegations of Massachu- 
setts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, have been prompted by 
the spirit of disinterestedness, justice, and patriotism—or by 
the spirit of injustice, avarice, and ambition ! 


In our next we shall furnish evidence that the commerce of | 


** 


Beston—the bead-quarters of the * American System,” and 


- the residence of the most wealthy, cunning, and efficient sup- 


porters of the existing Tarifl—bas greatly declined during the 
past year, and that the whole revenue derived from commerce 
is 40 per centum® less than the average of the two years prior 
to the operation of the first protecting Tariff of If l6, and nor 
half so large as it would probably have been, had the nation 
adhered to the principles of commercial policy, as established 
by Washington, defended by Hamilton,and sustained, promoted, 
and continued, by the elder Adems and by Jefferson. 
Boston, February, 1831. MERCATOR. 


* The average revenue of 1°16 and 1817, derived from importations 
which the act of 1316 did not affect, was $31,295,111—but, under the 
operation of that mischievous measure, it fell off, the first year, to $17,- 

76,385. Subsequently, by an increase of population of 5 or 4,000,000, 
it has been increased to €23,341,475—bnut the average, since the act of 
i316 down to the present year, is less than 20,000,000, when, with our 
increase of population, it should have been 45 to 50,000,000; and yet 
the advocates of the anti-commercial and anti-republican system deny 
‘ys injurious etfects on commerce and revenue! 





[{COMMUNICATION.} 





Dear Sir: The friends of Free Trade and Sailors’ Rights 
have much reason to rejoice that you have transferred the Ban- 
ner of the Constitution to the great commercial city of New 
York, and in sight of that blessed Ocean which the Almighty 
has ordained to be the High Road of Nations, by which a 
friendly intercourse can be kept up, with a liberal mterchange 
of all those commodities which the industry of man can furnish, 
aided by the bounty of Providence. Foreign commerce js so 
essential to the prosperity of the United States, that no oppres- 
sive or aojust legislative proceedings ought to interfere with the 
honest efforts and enterprize of our merchants. bt has ever been 
the sincere wish of every true patriot that they might be per- 
mitted to enjoy a free and unfettered trade with all quarters of 
the globe ; but the Tariff, like the desirvetive pestilence of 
Ligypt, has spread dismay amoung them; they are left to strug 
gle with adversity, aml! their enemies would compel them to 


abandon the golden sands of Pactolus for the disimal shores of | 


-_———- 


Vauner of the Constiiutior. 


hard on the majority of the peop!e of New England, who are | popularity seekers, they want not the officious and extravagant 
infinitely more dependent on commerce than oa these favored 
) 


-aid of the Government; their motto is, * laissez nous faire,” 
their probity is their surest safeguard. ‘To these worthy men 
1 would say, God prosper you ! and grant you the support-and 
good wishes of the people through every section of the United 
States. 

Mr. Editor, I have no sectional prejudices or eumities—they 
are the offspring of coutracted minds. I seck the good of my 
country, and desire no other reward than an approving con- 
science. IT will not subject my tongue toa gag-law, but as loug 
as the liberty of the press exists, I will claim the privilege of a 
freeman, in holding up to public execration tyrauny, in what- 
ever form it may appear. | will not degrade myself by vitu- 
perative, seurrilous, and vulgar abuse, whieh some of our 
opponents have descended to use, nor will your correspondent 
shiink from a candid and honorable controversy. The Tariff 
contest has produced tor us many adversaries, but theirs is an 
unb:ilowed cause, and must fail. We are not afraid to meet 
them in a fair and open field, and will never vield to those who 
have armed against Free Trade and Sailor's Rights. To expose 
the naked deformity of the ** American System” is certainly vo 
difficult task ; facts can be adduced from the works of the most 
emivent writers the world has produced, to defeat the cham- 
pious of high tariffs, and prohibitory laws. | is only neces- 
sary to mention the names of Fenelon, Dugald Stewart, Say, 
Washington, Hamilton, and Jefferson, to dissolve the wild the- 
ories which have been advanced in favor of the Tariff. If the 
opinious of these illustrious menu are to be disregarded, then is 
sound reasouing useless, and wisdom of no avail in the cause 
of truth Has not our estimable President (the honest politi- 
cian and enlightened statesman) recommended a revision of the 
present Tariff law to Congress! Llas not this same victorious 
Jackson, (the man of the peor'e, and their fearless vindicator) 
pointed out the necessity of some m dification ? But his ad- 





vice has been spurned and rejected. Aad has it come to this, 
that he must be treated with contumely ? Will not the people 


hurl from their seats those who have thus slighted their favorite, 


who has to the mildest manner offered his wise and judicious 
counsel in what relates to their dearest interests. It is high 
tume that the poor should be roused to a sense of danger of the 
evils that will arise from this same Tariff law ; like a prowling 
wolf in sheep's clothiaog, it fattens on the vitals of the innocent 
lainb, and seeks to devour those who are most unsuspicious, 
aud least capable of defending themselves. ‘The whole fabric 
is rotten from its very foundatioa—it cannot !ast, for it is based 





on corruption. The ‘Tariff does aot materially affect the rich, 
but it makes a vietum of the poor man ; he is taxed without 
inerey on almost every necessary article he consumes; he is 
inisled by fase doctrines to flatter and beguile him into a tacit 
consent to wear the yoke at the will and pleasure of his oppres- 
sors, that he may assist to pamper the lordly cultivator of sugar, 
the rich proprietors of salt and iron works, the wealthy manu- 
facturers of cotton and woollen stuffs. 

The ‘Tariff is a serious obstacle to the facility of promoting 
useful knowledge. It may, perhaps, benelit a few great pub- 
lishers in America, bat it taxes heavily foreign boo!s, maps, 
patotings, paper, &e. In the true spirit of Vandalism, it wages 
War against the arts and sciences. [ft spares neither mind or 
body. It injures most severely, merchants, farmers, planters, 
ship owners, sailors, meecbanies, and the laboring poor who 
‘toil in fields, the forest and the work sbop—but if they pre- 
\sume to murmur against the ** American,” or I ought rather to 
jterm it the gulling System, then they attempt to use the gag- 
law, or, in place of argument, they revile, rebuke and denounce 
them as puillifiers. aod disunionists. Sir, we live ia ** evil times,” 
when honest men are persecuted to elevate the enemies of Free 
‘Trade, that they may grow rich at the expense of the mer- 
chant, the farmer, and mariner. 1 venture to assert that if the 
brave people of Frauce were placed in possession of the most 
vocultivated aud fertile territory now owved by the Americans, 
with similar unbounded commercial aud agricultural resources, 
that they would rise in the majesty of their strength, (with their 
beloved La Fayette at the.r head) to resist a law which will 
iunpoverish the people, pick their pockets, relax heir morals, 
loosen the sacred bands of society, introduce smuggling, and 
drive our brave tars from the Ocean, to seek refuge on sickly 
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Cocytus. The proud and honorable title of American Mer }\akes and muddy canals, or make them car-men or rail roads. 


chant will soon be extinet, the deadly triumph of the American 
System will be complete, and its votaries will revel with a 
bacchanalian joy, characteristic of their mad ambition, to rear 
up Manufactures, and make a wreck of Agriculture aod Com- 
merce. Sir, | do not hesitate to pronounce the Tariff of 1328 
a violation of the rights of the people, an exercise of power 
that would disgrace an Ottoman Divan, ia this enlightened age ; 
and if Ceugress are determined to persevere in the enforcement 
of it—then, adieu to that liberty for which the precious blood 
ef our Revolutionary Heroes was shed—adieu wo the Consti- 
tution which the united wisdom of our patriot Statesmen 
framed to shield us from oppressions, and to be a guarantee for 
equitable laws and equal rights. I believe most conscien- 
sciouly that the restrictive system could never have been adopted 
in the days of Washington ; the very attempt to impose such 
a measure on the people would have been considered an act of 
madness. Al! monopolies, in a free country, are odieus and 
oppressive, and ought to be resisted ; they engender a spirit of 
selfishness, and are only created for the exclusive benefit of a 
few avaricious adveoturers. * Who (says an eminent French 
writer) are the classes of the community so importenate for 
prohibitions, or heavy import duties? The producer of the 
particular commodity that applies for protection from compe- 
tition, not the consumers of that commodity. The pulvlic inter- 
estis their plea, hut self-interest is evidently their object. Well, 
but say these gentry, are they not the same thing? are not our 
gains national gains? By no means; whatever profit is acquired 
iu this manner, is so much taken out of the pockets ofa neigh- 
hor, and fellow-citizen: and if the excess of charge thrown upon 
consumers by the mouopoly could be correctly computed it 
would be found that the loss of the consumer exceeds the gaiu 
of the monopolist. Here, then. individaal and public interest 
are in direct opposition to each other; and: since public inter- 
est is understood by the enlightened few alone, is it at all sur- 
prising, that the prohibitive system should find so many parti- 
sans and so few opponents ?” 


These are but a few plain hints ; | have yet many more in re- 
serve, and trust they inay fiud their way among such as are 
uuwilling to be duped by the machinations of political jugglers. 
Your obedient serv't, HERMAN. 
Charleston, Feb. 7th, 1231. 
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Mr. Editor: & send you a subscription for one copy, pro- 
cured by a friend te our cause, who has promised to obtain 
more. Your journal ought to have a much more extensive 
circulation to accomplish our object, namely, to spread abroad 
among the people facts and arguments, which canuei fail to 
excite the indignation of every candid and hovest mind, against 
the burdensome taxation pow levied upon the nation, for the 
benefit of a few thousand incorporated manufacturers, iren- 
masters, sugar-planters, &c., whose aggregate of wealth is so 
enormous, that they have been able to corrupt or overawe 
the press, and influenee sueh a majority io all our legislative 
assemblies that the vaice of the fer-paying people cau no longer 
be heard, or, if heard, is utterly disregarded. 

Look at the conduct of some of the Northern and Eastern 
Members of Congress, who affect so much regard for the wel- 
fare of che people, upon the proposition te lower the duty on 
brown sugars, which is now on the average 100 per cent., and 
which constitutes a tax upou New York alene (taxing her con- 
‘sumption at 15 Ibs. per head, or 30,000,000 ibs.) of 900,000 ! 
Of the votes for the reduction of this enormous tax on the far- 
(mers aad mechanics, who are the principal consumers of this 
‘necessary of life, I find 17 were of the New York Delegation ! 
3 from Maine, and the whole of the Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island and Pennsylvania Delegations. 
| Can there be a stronger iustance of the uttc* disregard to the 
|interests of the people, and the principles of our Constitution, 
than to see so. many of their Representatives, supporting such 





Let the people beware of false | au enormous tax, (from which they individually, perhaps, es- 


friends and insidious demagogues. We are not without our | cape, being consumers of the clayed and refined sugars,) which 


Polignses, who regard their own interest more than the welfare | falls so heavily on the poor and middling classes ? 


I do not impeach the motives of respectable | whose benefit is this enormous tax levied ? 
and enlightened manufacturers, for many of them have already 


of the Republic. 


And for 
| Why, we are told 
by Mr. Senator Johnston, of Louisiana, that there are 700 


proclaimed to the aation, that they are willing to trust to their | planters and 25,000 effective slaves, and with their children &c., 


awn resources ; they do uot require the fawning adulations of way ameunt.to 35,000, who are supported by this part of the 
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“American System,” and as an inducement to persevere in 
a continuance of a tax of upwards of $4,000,000, which falls 
a'most entirely on the free population of the Northern and 
Western States—we say, as a further inducement to continue 
the mouopoly and the tax, the humane and patriotic Senator 
calculates, tuat there will be an annual demand of 5000 slaves, 
for five years, to be transported from the healthy regions of 
the middle States, to the poisonous fens aud marshes of Louis- 
iapa!! 

This, then, is the boasted liberty and independence, which: 
the people of this Republic fancy they enjoy! ‘They send men 
to Congress to make laws, to preserve and protect the interest 
of the nation, but instead of which, the wealthy aud the powerful 
form combinations, who force upou the nation, under the dis- 
suise of “the American System,’ and other specious terms, 
inore burdensome monopolies than would be endured by any 
of the civilized and enlightened vations ia the old World. 
There was not a grievanee existing ia France, of a pecuniary 
kind, prior to the Revolution, comparable in magnitude or in- 
justice, to the various monupolies established by the uncenstitu- 
tional and oppressive act of laze, obtained, asit was, by a union 
of politicians avd capitalists, acting from the most selfish, or 
the meanest feelings which can operate on the buman mind— 
we mean avarice and ambition. 

To gratify the cupidity of the latter, and promote the ambi- 

tious views of the former, by making or unmaking a President, 
we are saddled with a system of taxes, which, while it pours 
wealth iuto the purses of the wealthy, strips the laboring clas- 
Ses, WHQ HAVE NO CAPITALS TO PROFIT BY MONCPOLIES, Of 
half their earnings. 
First comes the woollen and cotton tax, which was esta- 
blished and is maintained chiefly by the incorporated manufac- 
turers of New England, and some few counties in the middle 
States. ‘They commeveed their monopoly iu 1816, with what 
was meant to be a duty of 25 per cent., but by the fall of goods 
abroad, and an immense addition to the former rates, the du- 
ties levied for their protection, as it is termed, are from 20 to 
250 per cent. In this enormous tax, the most influential mem- 
bers of Congress from Massachusetts, and probably from most of 
the Eastern States, have a pecuniary iaterest, which must, io 
some measure, incapacitate them from acting impartially upon 
the Tariff question, and we accordingly see them among the 
most strenuous supporters of the whole system, apprehending, 
that if one pillar is removed, the whole fabric will give way. 

Next comes the tron tar, falling on one of the first necessaries 
of life. It commeuced with a duty of about 15 per cent., in 
1816, and has since been raised by the efforts of the incorpe- 
rated manufacturers of New Enyland, &c. to an average of 
70 or 80 per cent. While the raw material is thus taxed, the 
manufactured articles are admitted at low duties, and thus, five 
times as mavy ‘workers in iron” are thrown out of employ- 
ment, because the tax on the raw article enables the foreign 
manufacturer, who gets the material free of this tax, to under- 
sell our domestic iron manufacturers. The blacksmiths and 
other workers iu iron belong to the working classes, and are 
without the means of susteining their toterests against the 
wealthy iron-masters, who, leagued with ccher great capital- 
ists, profiting by similar monopolies, control the legislation of the 
country. 

Let the reader who doubts our statement of the oppressive- 
ness and folly of the iron tar, read the memorial of the Phila- 
delphia mechanies, drawn up by an operative, and he will find 
facts too well substantiated to be denied, and arguments too 
potent to be overcome, by the most unprincipled or the most 
ingenious advocates on the side of monopoly. 

Again, we have a sugar tax, amounting, as we have shown, 
to near a million of dollars to one single State, and forthe whole 
Union, to upwards ef $4,000,000. 

‘To these grievous impositions may be added the hemp tax, 
the glass tax, the molasses and salt taxes, the taxes on sail 
cloth, &e. &c., either of them greater in amount, and resting 
ow worse principles thao the taxes imposed on us by Great 
Britain, whieh the patriots of 75 resisted at he expense of the 
best blued io the nation. 

Coutinue, Mr. Editor, to expose as you bave done, the nature 
and effects of this uncoustitutional aud unrighteous system, and 
let every mao who approves your principles, co bis utmost to 
exteud the circulation of a journal which is so useful. There is 
hardly a subscriber who could pot, by a slight effort, add one 
name to your list, and thus benefit the cause you are so faith- 
fully and so ably advocating. 

A SUFFERING TAX-PAYER, 


EDITORIAE CORRESPONDENC «&. 








Paipapecpata, February 7, 1831. 

The subject ef ‘Internal Improvements,” considered in a 
politico-economical point of view, ts highly interesting, and I 
should «ke to see it taken up taertenso. | have, within a few 
days, read the Reports of the Canal Commissioners, the Com- 
mittee on Internal linprevements, and the Committee of Ways 
and Means; from all of which abundant evidence could be ex- 
tracted, showing the inexpediency of entrusting the accom- 
plishment ef such objects to the management of a Strate. The. 
system of iniand navigation, in Pennsylvania, undertaken, and. 
to be executed. by the Commonwealth, commenced under the 
act of the llth ef April, 1525; since which time, by various 
subsequent acts, more than 10,000,000 of dollars have heen 
borrowed and apprepriated—and, according to Mr. Ingersoll, 
for the completion of the works authorized by law $5,000,000 
more will he required, $2,500,000 for the present, and $2,500. 
000 for the succeeding year. Six years have nearly elapsed 
since the work began, and the gross tolis received, now, accord- 
ing to Mr. Crafts, the Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, amount to $50,000. The whole debt of the Com- 
monwealth, at this time, writng from memory, the document 
not being before me, is ®12,500,000, including moneys horrow- 
ed for appropriations antecedent to the grend system of State 
Internal [improvement which commenced with the act of April, 
1325. At this moment, therefore, the people of Peansylvania 
must make provisien for an annual interest of $575,000, paya- 
ble to the holders of their funded debt, exclusive of the charges 
of the State Government, and in two years hence $875,000, 
after deducting the nett proceeds of the tolls, which will not. 
then exceed $100,000, even supposing that they will not all be 
absorbed, in addition to the loans for the necessary repairs. 

A careful perusal of all the Reports of the several Cana} 
Commissioners, and Chairmen of the Committees of Internal 





Improvement, aud Ways and Means, sigce 1825, when the 
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‘system "’ began, would be full of instraction, and prove, if | 
any thing could prove, the madaess and folly of entrusting the 
‘improvement” of the Commonwealth to any other efforts 
than those of private interest. 1 regret, therefore, to see, that 
au attempt is now making, in Virginia, to commence with a 
Siate System of inland navigation and rail-roads, by a loan of 
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nut. Hitherto it has been mostly a source of trouble aud ex- 
pense to me. [tis easy to imagine what a sceue of log-rolliug 
would, in the event of the success of those who advocate the 
American System, take place in Congress ; but it is equally 
clear, to me, that the event would be disuvion, probably fol- 
lowed by a temporary anarchy more or less viokeut and calam- 





$33,000,000, and that this project has been applauded in the 
Richmond Enquirer. Lam myself by no means satished, that, 
even in New York. under the most favorable circumstances, 
their State canals have pai» the cost of construction. | would 
refer, in support of this opinion, to the Report of the Canal 
Commissiovers, made to the Sevate of New York in January, 
(830, the last L have seen. And, as to the increased value of 
property on the route of the canals, I would refer to the same 
document. There can be no other test of the value of any 
improvement,” than the returns it will yield ; and, to be be- 
neficial, these returns—nett returos—must be equal to the ave- 
rage profits of capital. 

In France, we are told by M. Say, in a recent work, from 
the year 1821 to 18238, there has been expended, by the Go- 
vernment, on canals, the sum of 129,000,000 of franes, say 
vearly 26,000,000 of dollars, which were not thea completed, 
would require as much more for their completion, aud had not 
yielded a centime in the shape of tolls. His objeey in noticing 
these works, was, to poiat out the folly of employing Govern- 
ment engineers, who were only interested in the expensive pro- 
secution, and vot in the economical execution, of the works. Ba- 
ron Dupin expressly ascribes the superiority of the English ca- 
nals, roads, &c., to the French, to the simple factot their hav- 
ing beeu undertakev and executed by sharp-sighted individuals, 
interested in the economy of all tle details. Mr. Macculloch, 
in a note ou a passage in Smith's Wealth of Nations, who Was 
opposed to the interference of Government in these objects, in 
support of the correctness of Dr. Smith’s views, tiumphautly 
refers to the “* Caledonia Canal,” a Government job, and to 
the * Canals in Ireland,’ which are under the direction of the 
“Public Board of Works.” 

Colonel Torrens, in his valuable Essay on the Production of 
Wealth, has discussed the question with great ability, and has 
demonstrated the folly of Government isterference iu any case 
of improvement, by inland navigation or rait-roads—show ing 
that such ageney always must prove pernicious. 

Perhaps it may not be considered logical, on a question of 
this mature, to refer to authorities ; it is, nevertheless, satisfac 
tory to know, that the names of the most disunguished teach- 
ers, and profoundest thinkers, in the science of political econo- 
iny, are all opposed to-Government interference or direction in 
relation to * Interaal Improvements.” Adam Smith, ~ ay, 
Macculloch, Terrens, and others, have all pronounced agaiust 
what we might call the State System of luprovement. 





Sranvansuren, C. H.(S.C.) Jan. 831. 

[ am very happy indeed, sir, that your paper has received 
sufficient patronage to continue it. Lam satisfied that it advo- 
cates the true principles of republicanism, notwithstanding the 
opinions of able and distinguished men to the eoutrary. Lam very 
much in hopes that its circulation may be far and wide, and 
that its principles may finally be adopted by every State in. the 
Union. We, ia South Carolina, have been charged with a 
want of atcactment to the Union, with rebellion, &c.—I1 can 
say, and say it boldly, and fearlessly, as one of the sons ol 
South Carolia, that we are warmly attached to our own na- 
tive country, to our property, to our rights, and our freedom, 
and that we will provect and defend them to the last extremity, 
yet, potwithstauding, we are equally as warmly attached to 
the Union, and se long as Congress keeps within the bounds of 
the Constitution, we will be found as ready aud as willing to 
defend and protect that Constitution as apy State in the Union. 
We are fond of union, and we want union, instead of dis-union, 
war, bloodshed, &c., as some have supposed, but we don’t want 
the American System, and what is to follow, carried to the ex. 
tent its advocates wish it. To those who have not considered 
this subject maturely, f would recommend to them the Baaver 
of the Constitution. In that most valuable paper they will find 
the doctrines that will preserve the Union in its origwal purity. 





Wasuineton, February 7, 1831. 
You will see by the late discussion on the bill reported by the 
Committee on Manufactures, to restore the duty on Salt, that 
the indignant spirit of the South is but ill-prepared to brook any 
increase of their burdeus. ‘The speeches of Gen. ‘Thompson, 
of Georgia, of Gen. Speight, of North Carolina, and of Gen. 
Biair and Mr. Nichols of South Cavolina, (the two latter gen- 
tlemen belonging to the more moderate party in their State,) are 
ef the most decided character, and evince au opposition to the 
system by which the rights and interests of the Southern peaple 
are sacrificed, which admits neither of concession nor compro- 
mise. A short time must convince the msatiate and selfish 
moncpolists of the East, that what bas been regarded as a con- 
remptible exeitemenut in South Carolina, is, in fact, the honest 
jadiguation of the united South, demanding in a voice that can- 
aot be misunderstood, that, upon the payment of the national 

debt, the Tariff must be reduced, to the standard of revenue. 








County, (Mass.) Feb, 1, 1831. 

I much regret the lethargy ef New York, upon the only sub- 
ect in which the political interests of that city are much econ- 
cerned. | have oo doubt that many feel as you and I feel, but 
there are, so far as I know, but few writers in New York. 
Weekly papers are not much taken, and those who take them 
usually prefer light literature or theology. Your paper, so far 
as I know, is the most valuable paper im the country, so far as 
regards the principal question of political contention. Every 
man, or, certain!y every political Knot, ought to have it. 





Werestmoretanp Counry, (Pa.) Feb. 14, 1831. 

My estate, consisting chiefly of lands, a great part of which 
ig unseated and subject to heavy taxes, is likely to fall in value, 
or rather in price, by the raising of taxes for the State, as well 
as those for the Counties, to carry on the system of Internal 
Improvements, as it is called, but which, from the mode in 
which they have been hitherto conducted, ts ip my opinion a 
system of fraud and folly: A general scramble te expend, at 
the public cost, whatever moneys can be raised, by contracting 
debts without regard to the permanent welfare of her present 
citizens or their posterity. It is therefore very doubtful whe- 
‘her my real property will be of avy benefit to my children, or 


tous, terminated by the extinction of our Republican institu- 
tions. 
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The present No. of this paper being the last that can reach 
Washington before the adjournment of Congress, we take the 
oceasion to mention to the geatlemen of that body, who ho- 
nored us with their patronage during the ldst recess, and who 
now continue it, that, after the adjournment, the paper will be, 
as it was last year, forwarded to their respective places of re- 
silence, up to the first of Deeember next, unless we receive 
instructions to the contrary. ‘Those geutlemen who did not 
become subscribers until the present session, will be pleased to 
advise us of their address, in case they wish the paper after the 
adjournment. 





In our paper of to-day will be found the Report of the Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, upon the Distribution 
of the Surplus Fund. To this document we invite the earnest 
attention.of our readers, as containing a sound and clear expo- 
sition of the powers of Congress over laternal [mprovements. 
This subject cannot be yoo closely examined, nor too generally 
understood, aad we are firmly persuaded that few persons who 
shall peruse this report will remain under the belief that the 
Federal Government is invested, by the Constitution, with ei- 
ther of the following powers : 

Ist. ‘To construct works of Internal Improvement within the 
limits of the States, assuming jurisdiction over the territory 
which they eeeupy, with a power to preserve them when con- 
structed, and to puuish offeaces committed on them. 

2d. “To appropriate money from the National Treasury, iu 
aid of sueh works, when undertaken by State authority, sur- 
rendering the claim of jurisdiction. 

Jd. ‘To aid in the construction of such works, by subserib- 
ing to the stock of private assuciations, or incorporated eom- 
panies ; or, 

4th. ‘Po divide amongst the several States the Surplus 
Funds, for the purpose ef beiag applied to works of Interval 
lmprovement. 

The Committee, io their reasoning on the subjeet of inci- 
dental powers, have introduced an argument upon Mr. Madi- 
son's authority, which appears to us to be irrefutable. It will 
be found in the eleventh and twelfth paragraphs, which com- 
mences with the words * In Mr. Madison's celebrated report.” 

It bas unfortunately happened, that, during the last tweuty- 
five years, the study of coastitutronal law bas been almost en- 
tirely laid aside north of the Potomac, and nine men out of 
ten know no more about the principles of the Government un- 
der which they live, than they do of those of the Government 
of Japan. Wheo they, therefore, hear it asserted, that Con- 
gress does not possess such and such a power, they are abso- 
lutely amazed, and find it dificult to conceive Low it 1s possi- 
ble for a Government to exist which docs not possess authori- 
ty to do any and every thing which they see other Governmeuts 
do. We kaow that, to our Southern fellow-citizens, the state- 
ment of this fact will appear strange. It is nevertheless true, 
and we will venture to affirm, that, with the exception of those 
who are devoted to the profession of the law, the number of 
individuals who are conversant with the arguments, pro and 
con, upon the disputed poimts of the Coustitution, is net one in 
twenty. When, therefore, they hear it asserted, that Congress 
has no power to construct roads and canals, they argue pre- 
cisely as if they were members of a Convention about forming 
a Constitution. They talk of the advantages of such improve- 
ments, and the great national benefit which the community 
would derive from their construction. But they entirely forget 
that the question is not whether the exercise of sueh a power 
would be beneficial or not, but whether the power has been 
granted. ‘This is the true and only question, and it can only 
be settled in one way, and that is by reference to the Constitu- 
tien itself. In that document they will find it laid down, in the 

words of the motto to this joursal, ** The powers not delegat- 
ed to the United States by the Coustitution, nor prohibited by 
it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
the People.” But they will net find, in any part of it, a single 
paragraph expressly authorizing roads and canals. 

How, then, they may ask, has it happened, that such a pow- 
er has been supposed to exist?) We answer, by implication. 
Congress has power to ‘establish post-effices and post-roads,” 
and, therefore, say the broad constructionists, it has the power 
to make roads and cavals. They might, with more propriety, 
say, that, as “to establish’ means to build or construct, Con- 
gress has power i9 build seven thousand post-oflices. Congress 
has power to declare war, and, as few persons would deny the 
incidental power to construct a causeway over a swamp, to a 
fortiication which could not be otherwise reached, it has the 
| power to construct a turnpike-read from Bufiale to New Or- 
, leans, for no object whatever but to benefit the holders of pro- 
perty on the route, and te expend money extorted from the 
‘whole people by taxation. Congress also bas the power to re- 
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gulate commerce amoug the several States, and, as no one de- 
uies the existence of the power, incidental to this, to require 
that certain vessels shail be licensed, it follows, say they, that 
Congress possesses the power to construct roads and canals, at 
the expense of twenty-four States, to facilitate the intercourse 
between any two, and even between oue partof one State and 
another part of the same, which would be reguddting commerce 
between the several counties. 
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Roads and canals are mere 
means of facilitating and quickening transportation. Wagons 
and steamboats perform the same office. We cau see no more 
reason to infer, under the power to regulate commerce, a pow- 
er to construct roads and cagals, than a power to construct 
wagons and steamboats. 

Wheu we reflect upon the magnitude of the waste and im 
providence which toust always imevitably attend any expendi 
ture of public mouey, over so vast a territory as that possessed 
by the United States, aud whew we recollect that reads aud 
canals eannot be constructed but by imposing taxes upon the 
people, is it to be supposed that the wise, prudent, and econo 
mwical men, who framed this Government, would have left so 
mighty a power—one which may yet he wielded to the destruc 
tion of the beautiful edifice they have reared—as an incidental 
one, when a single phrase would bave conferred a special 
grant! Assuredly not—and what have we in positive evidence 
on this point! Why, that a proposition, offered to the Con- 
vention, to confer such a power, was rejected by that body. 
No better evidence of au iutention not to delegate a power, 
can possibly exist, than a refusal to insert it in the letter of 
attorney. 

That the power to construct roads and canals was not grant- 
ed by the Constitution, nor intended to be, there is abundauce 
of other evidence to show. Mr. Madison, who was a membe: 
of the Coaveation which formed the Constitution, in his Veto 
Message rejecting the Bauk Bonus bill, in 1817, (a copy of 
which was published in our first volume, pag e 357,) expressly 
declared, that, ** the power ‘to regulate commerce’ among the 
several States, cannot ioclude a power to construct roads aud 
canals, aud to uuprove the navigation of water courses, in or- 
der to facilitate, promote, and secure, such a commerce, with- 
out @ latitude of construction departing frow the erdinary im- 
port of the terms, strengthened by the kuown inconveniences 
which doubtiess led to the’ grant of this remedial power to 
Congress. To refer the power in question to the clause ‘ to 
provide for the common defence and general welfare,’ would 
be contrary to the established aud consistent rules of interpre- 
tation, as rendering the special and careful enumeration ot 
powers, which follow the clause, nugatory and improper.” 
The implication contended for by some, under the war pow- 
er, was not specifically mentioned by Mr. Madison, but he ex- 
plicitly declared, as his opinion, that a power to construct 
roads and canals “is vot expressly given by the Constitution, 
aml, believing that it cannot be deduced from any part of it, 
without an inadmissible latitude of construction, and a reliance 
on insufficient precedents ; velieving, also, that the permanent 
success of the Constitution depends ou a definite partition of 
powers between the General and State Governments, and that 
no adequate laod-marks would be left, by the constructive ex- 
tension of the powers of Congress, as proposed in the bill, I 
have no option but to withhold my signature from it.” 

In addition to this, we have the testimony of the late Mr. 
Timothy Pickering, who, when the Bank Bonus bill was before 
the House of Representatives, oa the 4th of February, 1817, 
sarud— 

“He remembered that the swpposition that Congress might, under 
that clause, exercise the power to make roads iv any State, and where 
they pleased, was offered as a serious objection to the adoption of the 
Constitution, by the Convention of Pennsylvania, of which he, Mr. P., 
(then living i that State,) was a member. And his recollection was 
probably the more perfect, because he answered the objection—observ- 
ing, that the power ‘to establish post-otlices and post-roads’ could intend 
no more than the power to direct where post-oftices should be kept, and 
on what roads the mails should be carned ; and this answer appeared, 
then, to be entirely satisfactory.”——{_See Elliot's Debates on the Consti- 
tution, volume IV., page 279.) 


From this testimony of Mr. Pickering, it appears, that, had 
the power to construct roads and canals been expressed in the 
Coustitution, it would possibly have prevented its adoption by 
Pennsylvania ; and it also appears, that, at that day, no sus- 
picion existed that any power but the post-office power was 
capable of being so tortured and strained as to warrant the 
construction of roads and canals, as incidental to it. 





It is astonishing to see the blindness which some people. dis- 
play in reference to the political cogduct of rulers, aud we have 
vo doubt that there were many persons in Paris, during the 
three day’s Revolution, who really believed that M. Polignac 
and his colleagues had not overstepped the limits of the Charter, 
in the celebrated acts which terminated their ministry and the 
reign of their master. The identieal same obtuseness exists iu 
this country, as to the ferced constructions put upon the Con- 
stitution of the United States, by Congress, as evidence of 
which, we shall relate a shurt anecdote. 

Ou our late jourvey from Washington to this City, we en- 
countered an old fiiead who bas held several conspicuous sta- 
tons under the Goverowent of Pennsylvauia, and who is now a 
Judge, and whatis more, alawyer. Having always known him 
to be attached tu the Republican party, aud supposing him, from 





his office,to be conversant with the opinion of that party through- 


out the State, we asked him, whether the people of Penusyiva- 


| nia were as devoted as they formerly were, to the doctrine of # 


strict coustruction of the Constitution ? 


He replied that they 
‘were. 


We then asked him, if the belief was general, thas. the 
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Banner of the Constitution. 
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Constitution had been violated by the laws enacted for the pro- 
section of manufactures? ‘To our amazement, be replied, that | 
-yot aman believed it. Now, if this Judge was right, it pre- 
sents a lamentable picture of delusion, and shows that even 
reritten Constitutions are no safeguards of liberty. We do not 
believe thatit was possible for more caution to be used in fram- 
ug a Constitution, than was exercised in that of 1787. Thirteen 
sovereign States, assembled by their Delegates, in solemn Con- 
vention, for the purpose, not of merging their separate individu- 
ity into one aggregate mass, but of framing articles of a limited 
co-partoersbip, fur specific purposes. They deliberate, they 
discuss, they weigh the arguments ot each other, scan the very 
words in which they are conveyed, tern them inside out, ex- 
amine them on ove side and then en the other, and after ao 


ye 





interchange of opimens, during upwards of four moaths, sigo, 
seal and deliver the instrument, as perfect and as guarded, as 
human wisdom could make tt. #y that iostrument, the powers 
which are to be exercised by the federal head, are severally ex- 
pressed ; but least future generations might by degrees fall into 





the idea, that the Government was oot one of limited and spe- 
sified powers enly, an amendment, suggested by the jealousy 
of several of the States was adopted at.a very early period, de 
claring that * The pewersnet delegated to the Cunted States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by itto the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the People.” 

Now, we will defy human language to furnish terms more 
definite, or better calculated to mark the difference between the 
form am! character of the Federal Goverument, and those of a 
Stare Government. In a State Government resides all the 
power, whieh is not erpressly reserved to the people. In the Fed- 
eral Government, resides no part of the power of the States, or 


the People, except that which has beenerpressly delegated. Here 
is a wide diffevenece, and one, we apprehend, which is not suffi 
ciently understood by the great body of readers. The advo- 





eates of broad construction are struggling to change the form 
of the resorting to the mode 
pointed out in the Constitution, which is that of obtaining the 
asseut of three-fourths of the States; and for this purpose they 
make null and veid the declaratory clause above quoted. By 


Governmest, without sole 


a oan 





virtue of what they are pleased te eall implication, they have 
no difficulty in discovering that Congress is invested with al! 
the power of the twenty four States, except what is express!s 
reserved to the States or to the People, and insist upon it, be 
> cause the Constitution does not say, “ Congress shall no’ 

impose protective duties; pluoder one man for the benefit of 
another: ruin the Southern States to advance the interest of the 
Eastern; take the money of one section of country to make 
roads ane’ canals for the benefit of another: edueate the chil- 
dren of the whole nation; endow seminaries of learning: make 


ile 


sratuities; build assvylums for the deafand dumb ; subseribe to 
corporations ; lend money, &e,”’ that ata there fore. it possesses the 
power to do all these things.” Such perversion of the mani 
fest import of a plain common-sense document, has never he 
fore heen witnessed, and sorry are we to believe that Pennsv! 
vania, which was formerly so famed for her rigorous adherence 
to the only safe land-marks of liberty, should now be found in 
the ranks of the broadest latitudinarian sehool. 


“< 


To some of the readers of this journal, who live north of 





> Macon and Dixon's line. we are quite sure that many of ovr 
political disquisitions will appear to have no immediate con- 

nexion with the principles of free trade. To snch we wonld 
say, that our position on the contested field gives us an opnor- 
tunity of forming opinions, which is not enjoved hy every one. 
and that we are firmly persoaded that nothing but an opnen! 
to the first principles of the Government can ever emancipate 
us from the chains of the restrictive svstem. Thousands from 
fear of falling into consolidation, will first he awakened to re- 
flection, and, when they see the danger arising frem forced 
constructions, they will be induced, from regard to polities! 
principle,to withdraw their supportfrom a policy which pretends 
co be founded on vo better authority. In no other way than 
this can Pennsylvania, per example. he regenerated. The great 
mass of her people.censcientiously believe that her interests 
are promoted by the American System, and they cannot there- 
fore see whv they should abandon it. 


: 
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The same people, how- 
ever, might listen to an argument contesting its constitutionali- 
ty, and, when it should be made to appear to them, as it can 
he, that there is no more power in Congress to enact restrict- 
ive laws, for the benefit of manufactures, than there is to esta- 
blish a religion of state, or to create a nobility ; and especially 
when they find that the Government is in imminent danger of 
dissolution by aay longer perseverance in its recent course of 
usurpations, they would be led to renounce their heresies, and 
agai embraee the true faith. Politics, we know. when uncon- 
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withstanding its dryness, however, it is a most important sub- 
ject, and especially at this time. The whole civilized world is 
now in a state of political excitement. Revolution has sue- 
ceeded revolution with an unexampled rapidity, and shall we 
escape the contagion, when one of the dearest rights of man 
—the liberty of pursuing that business or calling for which one’s 
physical or intellectual capacity best qualifies him, and of secur- 





ing the fruits of his own industry—has been trampled onder 
foot, by violations of the charter of our freedom? It will be | 
im ossible, except by a return to justice and the strict letter of 
ihe Constitution, and, this being our firm persuasion, we consi-. 
> der it our duty, as a sentinel on the watch-tower of liberty, to 
> reiterate the warnings which we first pronounced more thap , 
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two years ago, and which the experience of every day since | 
has convinced us cannot be too frequently vor too earnestly re- | 
peated. Had we the power, we would cause to be inseribed, | 
in large letters, over the door of every school-house in the laud, | 
that an indelible impression might be made upon the minds of 
all the children of the great American family, in carly infancy, 
the following words : 

“THE POWERS NOT DELEGATED TO ‘THE UNITED 
STATES BY THE CONSTITUTION, NOR PROULBITED BY 
IT TO THE STATES, ARE RESERVED TO THE STATES 
RESPECTIVELY, OR TO THE PEOPLE.” 





Of all the assumed propositions of the Tariff party, there ts 
none which has more plausibility than this, viz. * that, even 
admitting that the American Tariff has not reduced the prices 
of the protected articles as low as they can be purchased in 
foreign countries, yet, that it undoubtedly has had the effect of 
reduciog the prices of foreign goods in foreigu countries.” 
There are probably some of our friends who have been puz- 
zied to auswer this postulate, but we think we cau furnish 
them with the means of meeting it hereafter. 

The proposition, stripped of its generality, is simply this— 
that, owing to the existence of our protecting duty ou sugar, 
per example, of three ceuts per pound, the price of sugar in the 
West Iudies is permanently lower than it would have been 
had this duty not existed. Now, we deny this proposition, and 


call for the arguments by which it is sustained. If there be a 


nearly tuatched, ina race. Each one is made to exert his ut- 





single one, it must be the following, viz. that, as we have with- 
drawn or withheld our custom from the foreign sugar-growing 
countries of the world, to the extent of &),000 hogsheads per 
annum, this diminished demand must have occasioned a reduc- 
tion in the expeuses of cultivation; for it is only by such a re- 
‘uetion that the price of sugar could be permanently reduced. 
\ sudden cessation of a great demand for a commodity, upon 
any given supply, would no doubt have the effect of diminish- 
ing temporarily the price, but, as the future supply would seon 
he adjusted to the future demand, no permanent fall could be 
oceasioned. Ip this particular article, however, there is not 
the slightest reason for believing that the least temporary fall 
was ever for a single moment oceasioned. in the foreign price 
of sugar, by our increase of the duty from 2 cents to 3 cents 
per pound, and for the simple reason, chat, since the duty was 
raised, there has been no sensible diminution of the imports for 
consumption. Our increased demand, arising from our ip- 
crease of population, has been quite equal to the domestic pro- 
duction. Now, the only question to be determined, is, what 
vermanent effect a diminution of demand has upon the price of 
i commodity—cean it have the effect of lowering it? Is it not 
' universal truth, known to every body, that, the more there 
is called for, of a particular article, the cheaper it can be fur- 
nished ? Will not every manufacturer agree to supply a cus- 
tomer ata lower price, when he takes a large quantity, than 
when he requires ooly a small one!’ How, thea, can with- 
drawing or withholding a demand have the same effect as the 
demand itself? It cannot possibly have it, and it is therefore 
‘lear, that, so far from our duty on sugar having the effect of 
reducing the price of that article in the general market of the 
world, it has the contrary eflect: it prevents sugar from being 
is cheap as it otherwise would be, although we admit that an 
sdditienal demand for 380,000 hds., on the general stock of the 
vorld, would have but an imperceptible operation. 

But let us take another article for the illustration of this 
orineiple. The proposition we are combatting says, that, ow 
ing to our duty of $37 per too on foreign ireu, iron in foreign 
countries has been made permauently cheaper. Our domestic 
production of iron is estimated at about 30,000 tons per anuum. 
The quantity we import is about the same, so that one-half of 
our Jemand is supplied by foreign countries. Now, the only 
temporary influence whieh the withholdisg of our demand upon 


Jil the iron producing countries of Europe, for 30,000 tons, 


most speed, because the other is made to do sv too. But, to 
pretend that any real competition exists with those who require 
duties of 50 or 100 per centum to enable them to be opon au 
equality with others, is jusi as absurd as to suppose that a fleet 
horse would be pushed in a race with another that could not 
run half as fast. We are not able to perceive how the compe. 
ition of the American manufactures ever cau, whist they need 
high duties to sustain them, have any influence whatever upon 
the prices of similar commodities abroad. They may indeed 
have an influence in preventing the prices from falling as low 
as they otherwise would fall, and we have no doubt that thes 
produce this effect; for, by diminishing the demand for cotton 
goods in Europe, they prevent the competition from being as 
strong as it otherwise would be. 

If this reasoning be sound, as we think it is, it will apply to 
all the protected articles, and we have long been of opinion, 
that, so far from our protective poliev having reduced the pri 
ces of manufactured goods abroad, it has prevented them frow 
falling as low as they otherwise would have done. But, even 
admitting that the proposition we have takep as the text of this 
article were true, what argument would it afford in faver of 
our adherence to the restrictive system? If we have occa- 
sioned a fall of prices abroad, in the name of common sense 
let us have the benefit of it. Do not let us, like a parcel of 
oumsculls, stand by, aud see other people enjoy all the advan- 
tages which we have purchased at so great a sacrifice as that 
of throwing twenty thousand females iu our large cities out of 
employ, five times as many men, driving our sailors to foreign 
service, and our merchants out of their aceustomed trade, 
heaping insupportable burthens upon the planting States, and 
finally placing in jeopardy the existence of the Union. Let 
us, like sensible people, share with others the blessings which 
we have beep instrumental in gratuitously conferring upon 
them. 





After the payment of our Public Debt, what a glorious spee- 
tacle might uot the United States present to the world, if their 
statesinen had the light of political science to guide them, and 
if the people could only be made toe understand their own true 
interests. They would, iv such case, lay the fouadatien for a 
policy having for its object the greatest good of the greatest 
number, by preparing the way for a gradual adoption of the 
principles of Free Trade in their most unlimited extent. What 
would be the effects of that policy, we shell undertake briefly 
to describe ; not that we think it at all likely that there wil! 
be wisdom and virtue enoughan our day for the cousummation 
of so glorious a result, but that our readers may see the con- 
trast which exists between the System now miscalled Ame- 
rican, and that which, in our estimation, would alone deserve 
that distiguishing name. 

To support such a Government as ours, upon the economi- 
cal scale appropriate to a Republic, in which the tax-payers 
are themselves the sovereigns, does not call for more than 
$12,000,000, including the army, navy, civil list, expeuses of 
foreign intercourse, and all others incident to the management 
of our public concerns. This sum, divided amongst the popu- 
lation, would aot exceed one dollar per head upon an average, 
and, if assessed in the ordinary mode in which State taxes, 
county rates and levies, and taxes for the support of cities, 
towns, or towuships, are assessed, would probably range from 
twenty-five cents to ten dollars per head. In other words, a 
poor man would contribute twenty-five cents per annum fer 
each member of his family, towards the suppert of Govern- 
ment, and a man worth his hundreds of thousands of dollars 
would not pay more than ten dollars a-piece. That this Go- 
vernment could be maintained at that trifling cost, after the 
Public Deot is paid off, is as demonstrable as that two and twe 





could have, would be in the proportion that six millions of con- 
sumers of iron bear to the whole iron-cousuming population of 
the world, that uses the iron and hardware of Europe, which 
would be an imperceptible one, as will appear to any one who 
reflects, that, of the vast body of people who inhabit this giobe, 
every individual, almost, uses European iron, ia some shape or 
other, as an implement or a weapon. And, as to any perma- 
nent effect, upon what principle can it be contended, because 
the Americans choose to make at home, at an expense of S80, 
an article that can be purchased abroad for 330, which is the 
fact in reference to a ton of iron, that the foreign iron manufac- 
turer can afford to sell it cheaper than if he bad a greater de- 
mand ? 

Agoin.—It is asserted, in substance, that, owing to our duty 
of 5} cents per square yard upon cotton goods, the price of 
colton goods in foreign countries is permanently cheaper. And 
here again we will ask, why should such an effect be produced ! 
Every body knows that the price of this article has been redu- 
ced partly by the fall in price of the raw material, (a fall occa- 
sioned by the very principle we are contending for, an increas- 
ed demand,) but chiefly from the improvements ia labor-saving 
machinery, which have taken place since 1815, and which a 
closc competition has had much agency in preducing. We say 
close competition, because that is the only sort of competition 
that can be efficient. When thousands of people are engaged in 
a particular branch of industry, pretty nearly on a par as te 
ability, then competition sets their wits, ingenuity, and ener- 
gy, to work, and in that way they discover expeditious an‘ 
economical processes, which would never otherwise have beev 
found out. Itis like the competition between two horses, pretty 


are four, and, were it not fer that inconsistent fully which is so 
remarkable in this country, and which leads people to look up- 
oo a direct tax of a dollar, for the support of the Federal Go- 
vernment, as a bug-bear, whilst they pay direct taxes of twice 
the amount for the support of State and local authorities, and 
five times the amount in indirect taxes for the support of mo- 
nopolies, the present system of raising revenue could not last. 
If any man wishes to see the difference it would make to him, 
whether the one system or the other were adopted, he can ea- 
sily do so, by asking himself the following questions : 

How much more do I now pay, for the foreign articles I 


consume in my family, than I should have to pay if there were 
no duties upon them! 


How much more de I sow pay, for the domestic articles I 
consume in my family, than | should have to pay if there were 
no duties upor. foreign goods, operating as a tax upon the pro- 
ducers of the domestic articles, and compelling them to charge 
higher for their goods than they would have to charge if there 
were no such duties? 


These are very simple questions, and questions easily an- 
swered, and there is not a man io the land, however poor, who 
could not, in fwo or three items only, show that be now pays an 
indirect tax equal to the whole amount of direct tax he would 
have to pay, if there were no duties. There is many a man 
who now pays, im the price of the single article of sugar 
alone, as much tax as be would have to pay for his whole 
contribution. As to those persous who live in comfertable 
circumstadees, there is not one who does aot, in the ordinary 
dress of his family, pay more tax than one dollar a-head, and, 





as regards those who can afford to wear broadcloth, the tax 
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upon a single suit is upwards of ten dollars. We do not de- 
scend to further particulars, because the subject is so plain a one 
that any individual can understand it; but we state, as our sin- 
cere belief, that the increased prices paid by the whole body of 
consumers, occasioned by the impo_ition of duties, in articles 
of food, drink, clothing, furniture, utensils, implements, and all 
other articles consumed, is oot short of five dollars a-head upou 
the population, which is equal to sirty millions of dollars per 
annum. Now, if this estimate be correct, it will follow, that a 
saving to the nation could be effected, of forty-eight millions 
of dollars per annaw, if the impost system were substituted by 
a system of direct taxation. 

Hut this would sot be all. Under a system of direct taxa- 
tion, the burden would fall upon the right shoulders. The poor 
man would only pay his fair share, whereas, uuder the system 
bow existing, he pays more than his share, for the tax is levied 
in such a way as to ihrow the principal weight upon the work- 
ing classes. How a nation of working people cau permit 
themselves to be ridden as they are, by an army of monopo- 
lists, booted and spurred, is one of the most incomprehensible 
things in nature, and almost makes one doubt of their capaci- 
ty for self-governomeut. The time once was, in this country, 
when the very names of monopoly and taxation were odious 
in the ears of the people. Now, they hug the abetters of these 
measures of oppression to their bosoms, as their best friends, 
and spuro from them those who are laboring to free them from 
a bondage which is as disgraceful to their understandings as it 
is destructive of their interests. 

We shall, perhaps, be told, by some ot the beoted and spur- 
red, that, if there were vo duties, no branch of industry could 
flourish. This would be as much as to say, that vo branch of 
industry could thrive without levying contributions upon the 
rest of the community. Such language is idle, and can easily 
be refuted. Would not agriculture, the natural business of this 
country, thrive, if our ports were made as free as Gibraltar or 
Genoa! Could not more grain, and flour, and beef, and pork, 
and butter, and lard, be sold, if all the world was allowed to 
bring us their commodities free of taxation? Why do we con- 
sider it of importance, in our negotiations with foreign Powers, 
that we should have our productions admitted by them at low 
duties’ Is it not because there would be a more extensive har- 
ter of our commodities for theirs? And would not, consequent- 
ly, our removal of duties produce the same effect, and ex- 
tend their barter for our commodities? Coemmon sense will 
answer yes. * But no,” says the Amerean System, * foreign- 
erns will not buy our agricultural productions.” Very well— 
then we cannot buy theirs. Nothing is clearer than this. Will 
they give them to'us for not! ing! If they will, so much the 
better. No people could be losers if mt were to rain broad- 
cloths and hardware. But the truth of the matter is, that for- 
cigvers are net such fools as to give us their wares without full 
value received. They may sometimes make accidental losing 
voyages, but, to say that any merchant or manufacturer will 
ship goods to a certain loss, 1s to ascribe, to a very close, calcu- 
latmg class of people, a folly, of which they have never yet 
been guilty. What would be thought of any one who should 
insist upon it that the ruinous shipments of cotton made from 
this country to England, in 1826, were designed to injure the 
British speculators in cotton? ‘To argue seriously, on such a 
subject, is almost impossible. Commerce is an exchange of 
equivalents, aud imports from abroad can never take place in- 
to any country where corresponding amounts are not exported. 

But, not only would agriculiure thrive under a trade perfect- 
ly free ; manufactures would themselves prosper. All those 
connected with ship building would flourish beyond any former 
example. But, independent of these, every species of employ- 
ment, almost, would advauce. For instance, population would 
increase, calling for additional houses ; carpenters, bricklayers, 
masons, painters, glaziers, plaisterers, brickmakers, lumber- 
cutters, saw-millers, boat-men, raft-men, lime-burners, cart- 
men, cellar-diggers, and all others connected in any way with 
building, would all find an additional demand for their labor. 
Houses cannot be imported, and must therefore all be made in 
the country. Indeed, from the very nature of things, the great 
wass of the products of labor consumed in any country, must 
needs be produced in that country, arising from the limits which 
are placed on foreign commerce, by the expenses of transpor- 
tation, and by the similarity of soil and climate, which ocea- 
sions a similarity of productions. These circumstances consti- 
tute a natural barrier to competition, or, as some would say, a 
natural protection against foreign competition. If a bushel of 
wheat can be raised in Penasylvania, for a dollar, and a simi- 
lar bushel can be raised in France for the same price, there can 
be no commerce between those countries, as far as that article 
is concerned ; vor can there be any commerce, if the expenses 
of transport are too great to be remunerated. At Pittsburg 
eoal can be purchased at four cents a bushel—at New York it 
is worth twenty cents ; but, as far as coal is the only equiva- 
leat which an inhabitant of Pittsburg has to pay for New York 
merchandise, so far is he deprived of the power of purchasing, 
because the New York merchant cannot find his account in 
taking coal in payment. From this it will be seen, that, in 
all commerce, two things are requisite to carry it into effect : 
and, secondly, that he 
who wants to buy them should have something to give in ex- 
change, which the seller is willing to take. We dare say that 
the Pittsburgers have po limits to the extent to which they 
wvenld bay New York merchandise, if the New York mer- 
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chants would take coal in Seileninnts But, as the latter cannot 
do so cousistently with their interests, the former have a natu- 
ral limit imposed upon their demand. 

The same thing precisely exists in reference to the United 
States and Europe. There is a natural barricr imposed upon the 
commerce of the two countries, which it is pot possible to re- 
move, although it may be greatly diminished by economy io 
navigation. The natural protection enjoyed by a persou en- 
gaged in any domestic industry, is equal, not only to the ex- 


_penses of importing a similar product, but also to the addition- 


al expeose of exporting the domestic product with whieh it 
was purchased, ‘That this is the ease, may be evident, from 
this consideration : The total mass of foreign goods consumed 
in this country, if they could be imported by magic, and be 
paid for by domestic goods, exported also by magic, would cost 
precisely as much less than they now do, as the expenses of 
freight,insurauce, commissions, and the other charges incident to 
the aggregate mass of imports aud exports. We state this, 
merely to show, that, without any duties, there is a sufficient 
protection for domestic employments, and that, under a trade 
entirely free, foreign competition could enly interfere with 
those few, very few, branches of business, which owe their es- 
tablishmeut to the hot-house process, which ought never to 
have been forced upon the country, and which it would be ad- 
vantageous for the nation to get clear of with all the expedi- 
tion that would be consistent with a reasonable regard to the 
interests of those who are engaged in them. 





The Tariff people say, that it is not true that the consumers 
of Cotton Goods, in the United States, pay an increased price 
for the domestic article, equal to the whole duty to which a si- 
milar foreign oue is liable ; and, because they can prove this, 
by showing that the lower qualities of domestics can be bought 
at 7 or 8 cents a-yard, whilst the dvty is 83 cents, they endea- 
vor to make the public believe that no additional price whate- 
ver is paid by the consumer. To do this, however, they are 
obliged to assert that cotton goods can be made as cheap in this 
country as in Europe—a position which is wholly refuted by 
their adherence to the prohibitory duty, which they are not wil- 
ling to abandon in the slightest degree. Can any one believe, 
for a single moment, that such a duty as the one now existing 
would be adhered to with such pertinacity, were it not from a 
full knowledge that its removal would bring the foreign article 
into competition with the domestic 7? Undoubtedly uot. What 
the precise amount of the tax, which the present duty puts into 
the pockets of the manufacturers, is, nobody but themselves 
can tell; but we thiok we can prove, from testimony furnish- 
ed by themselves, that the amount is a most enormous one, 
and such as no free people on earth, but the dupes of the Ameri- 
can System, would submit to. 

It is insisted, by some of the manufacturers, that the quan- 
bales. ‘The writer who furnisbed the article io the * Encyelo- 
ture,” in a communication to us, published in this journal of 
26th January, estimates it at 50,000,000 pounds. According 


cloth—which is less than other statements have made it—and, 
consequently, there are manufactured, iv the United States, 
200,000,000 yards. 


increasing the price of the domestic article only one cent per 
yard, the tax amounts to two millions of dollars. 


dollars—and, 


dollars. 

If, instead of taking the estimates of the writer referred to, 
which are the most moderate we recollect to have seen, and 
assume 200,000 bales, of 300 lbs., as the quantity consumed, 
and 5 yards as the quantity of cloth manufactured out of each 
pound, according to a Rhode Island statement, published some 
time ago, we should have 300,000,000 yards, which, at J cents 
increased price, would be a tax upon the nation of nine mil- 
lions of dollars. 

We shall not, however, at present, lay the tax at more than 
six millions of dollars, besides what goes into the public trea- 
sury, and which amounts to at least three milliens of dollars 
more, as will appear from the following. 

The quantity of cotton piece gouds imported inte the United 
States—white, printed, and colored—with the quantities ex- 
ported, was as follows : 

ee White— Exported. 
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$41,456,370 $7,548,503 
Now, deducting the exports from the imports, we have an 
aggregate of $33,637,867, the amount of foreizn cotton goods 
consumed in the United States in five years, being, upon an 
average, 86,727,573 per annum. What proportion of these 
goods were low priced, we have no meaus of ascertaining. 





Upon none of them, however, was the duty less than 25 per 


tity of cotton manufactured in the United States is 200,000 


pedia Americana,” under the head of * The Cotton Manufac- 


to the same writer, each pound of cotton will make 4 yards of 


Now, if the duty upon foreign cotton cloth bas the effect of 


If it increases it tivo cents, it amounts to four millions of 


If it increases it three cents, it amounts to sir millions of 
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centuin, and, if there were any which cost as low as 8] cents 
per square yard, the duty was 100 per centum. That there 
were a great proportion of them which cost as low as 12 cents, 
we have the evidence of an intelligent merchant, familiar wit!) 
the English trade, for asserting ; and the duty, therefore, we 
think, will not be overrated, if placed, upon the whole, at ot 
per cent. on an average, or say $3,000,000. 

Leavin, out of the question the amount which goes into thy 

treasury, let us now see how the bounty of six millions, paid to 
the manufacturers, operates. By the improved machinery now 

in existence, it is possible for one person to spin, iu a day, as 
much cotton as will make fifty yards of cloth, aud it is possib): 

for another person to weave filty yards of cloth in a day. A: 
this rate, each twenty-five yards of cloth calls for tue labor o., 
one person, and, consequently, oue person, in a year, or thre: 

hundred working days, can make 7,500 yards. At this rate, i: 
would require 26,667 operatives to make 200,000,000 yards. 
But we have no objection to fixing the number at 50,000, whic, 
is nearly double, aud we presume that o0 one will say that we 
have here underrated the operatives required to spiu and 
weave all the cotton cloth manufactured in the United States. 
Now, if this number be assumed, it will follow, that, if the du 

ty on cotton goods increases their price one cent a-yard, it ope 

rates as a bounty of forty dollars a-head, per annum, upon ev 

ery mao, woman, and child, employed throughout the United 
States, in the cotton manufacture, which is precisely equal to 
the pension which the State of Pennsylvania thinks it enough 
to allow to the old revolutionary soldiers, who fought and bled 
for the emancipation of the couotry from the very sort of ty- 
ranny now practised by a majority of Congress. Hf the duty, 
however, operate as a tax of two cents per yard, it will be 
equal to a bounty of eighty dollars per head, and if of thre: 
cents, it will be equal to a bounty of one hundred and twenty 
dollars a-head, for every operative, young avd old, male and 
female. This bounty, it will be recollected, is paid to the mas- 
ter-manufacturers, ever and above the fair price of the clath— 
that is, the price which the consumer would have to pay for it 
if there was no duty. Io other words, it is paid as a gratuity, 
and, as this latter sum is much more than the whole labor of 
all these persons is worth, keeping them empluyed in the cot- 
tou manufacture adds po more to the wealth of the communi- 


thing to be ground. 

Let the restrictionists say what they please, their system, in 
all its parts, comes to this, and, if apy one of them is inclined 
to attempt to refute this reasoning, our columns are open to his 
communications. We have examined this subject aticutively. 
The facts we assume as tbe basis of our reasoning are such as 
any man cap ascertain to be true, and the conclusions are ve- 
cessary results from those facts. We now declare, and we de- 
fy contradiction, that it would be advantageous for ihe consu 
mers of cotton goods, in this country, rather than adhere tw 


recommended for the sugar planters, and to poy vut of it a sine 
cure, of five thousaod dollars a-year, te every proprietor of a 
cotton factory in the United States, supposing them to amount 
to two hundred, and a salary of one buadred dollars a-year to 


hanging down by their sides, and letting the consumers of cot- 
ton goods buy them where they can get them cheapest. Aguaiust 


out work, than they now possess, with work. 
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ty, than if they were all kept turning grindstones, without any — 


the present system, to raise a fund, similar to the fund we hav. — 


every wap, woman, and child, employed in the manufacture «/ 
cotton, as a consideration for standiag idle, with their hands — 


such a proposition no objection could lie, upon the ground that | 
it would be depriving the operatives of their living, for this | 
plan would furnish them with the means of living better, with- | 
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